
fcke (Sazettc of 


snf«TPTT ^ srjpfsm 

PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY 



239 S.O. 2298 dated 30th Ministry of Food, Appointing the National Seeds 

June, 1970. Agriculture, Com- Corporation as a Certification 

munity Develop- agency for the state of Rajsthan. 
ment and Coope- 
ration. 

5ft 0 2 29 8, fojPTi W, fftT TRTTpTT sfr* fddTJ Tl TTvtWFT JM 

30 1970 1 w^- % fMt trtTpfPF^tr % 

ift if fipjtnr t^r 1 

240 S.O. 2299 dated 2nd Ministry of Foreign Extending the tenure of Order 

July, 1970. Trade. No. S.O. 2622/1 8A/IDRA/69, 

dated the 25th June, 1969 upto 
and including the 4th July, 
1972. 

jto !ifo 2299, fedtj! sqjqn; treFTfr !jrt?r ijo tpro ?rro 2022/18 

2^Tlf, 1 970 1 Wte iVo itJTTo ir 0 /69,felTV 

25 ^*T, 1969 4 

1972, twi cUtTST »fr 

TJsPTT I 


( 3370 
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Issue No. and Date 

No. 

Issued by 

Subject 

241 S.O. 2361 dated 3rd 

July, 1970. 

Ministry of Foreign 
T fade 

Amendment to Notification No. 
S.O. 1197, dated the 15th April, 
1966. 

^To srr° 2301, faffa 

f^T^TfT ^TTR 

%° Wro 1197, 

3 ^Tlt, 1970 1 

%tTFR 

tnrFir 15 wfar, 1966 % 

JJTfWT 3T77TT 1 

242 S.O. 2362, dated 3rd 
July, 1970. 

Ministry of Law 

The Conduct of Elections (Second 
Amendment) Rules, 1970. 

qro ?rr° 2 362, farfa 

faftf 

Prefer ttt ffar-TT ( fjfffa ) 

3 jprrf , 1970 i 


pFUT, 1970 

243 S.O. 2363, dated 6th 
July, 1970. 

Ministry of Home 
Affairs. 

Declaring the duty by every person 
serving in Kerala for period of 
Bix months with effect from 25th 
July, 1970 as active duty. 

%o fao 2363, fcdTF 

EtTriPT 

TfdT fT tfa-TT aqfaf 

1970 1 


25-7-70 % 24-1- 
1971 fFF BTJT % fa% 

% ffalTd jjfaj *%[ HpW 

1 

S.O. 2364, dated 6th 
July, 1970. 

Do. 

Declaring the duty by .every person 
serving in Rajasthan for period 
of six months with effect from 
7th July, 1970 as active duty. 

f%o 2364, falfa 


TfdT fa SJffa aqfaf 

0 <jpr?, 1970 1 


7-7-1970 % 6-1- 

1971 ar ®5 *mj % fw% 

% fnjTfT $p|| qj| 
tlfafi ffpft 1 

S.O. 2365, dated 6th 
July 1970. 

Do. 

Declaring the duty by every person 
serving in Bihar for period of 
six months with effect from 17th 
July, 1970 as active duty. 

%o Pro 2365, IVrfa 


tfrfW 3TUTJ fa SJ'jfa Sfffaf afa 

6 ^ir?, 1970 1 


17-7-1970 % 16- 
1-1971 flTT BT7T % fa% 

fajSTT % %3TTeT 5%TT tlfod 

1 

S.O. 2366, dated 6th 
July, 1970. 

Do. 

Declaring the duty by every person 
serving in West Bengal for 
period of six months with effect 
from 8th July, 1970 as active 
duty. 
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Is-u* No. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


ffo Pro 2 36 6, 

6 ^rrf, 

1970 I 


S.O. 3367, dated 6th July, 
1970. 


Ministry of 
Home Affairs 


[40 TO1T f4» 

8 — 7—1970 ^ 7 - 1 - 
1971 eFfi ^ FTfT % P?r 3 r 
Tfr^jfr =imm *r 4 41 j d t{i j ir 
4 o Rfor if 1 ^ fr i 

Declaring the duty by every person 
serving in Haryana for period 
of six months with effect from 
8th July, 1970 as active duty. 


Uo Pfo 226 7 , eT^ 

6 3 JvlT§, 

1970 I 


S.O. 2368, dated 6th July, Do. 

1970. 

^PTo ?TTo 2368 , pFTPT> ^ 

6 vjcnf, 1970 I 


*ftfw trt sqfftf 

8 - 7-1970 7 - 1 - 

1971 HTTfT % 

ir 

ufsptj sfpft 1 

Declaring the duty by every person 
serving in Delhi for period of six 
months with effect from 23rd 
July, 1970 as active duty. 

sftfw TTTT f% atfpRT q?t 
23 - 7 - 1970 $ 22-1 
1971 ePF RHT % 
fewt % $4TTtf $PTT Hfanj 
?>fV 1 


244 S.O. 2369, dated 7th July, Ministry of Foreign Further amendments to notiflea- 
1970- Trade. tion No. S.R-O, 1479, dated 

25th July, 1953. 


«FT0 m 2369 , errftar 
7 1970 I 


stUMK SrfsPJ'SRT $e tpfo f^o Sffo 1479* 

d kVsT 25 '^'11^, 1 9 5 3 $ 'Ml <, 
STR RJJTpFT t FGTT I 


245 S.O. 2370, dated 7th July, Ministry of Informa- Approval of He fi ns se specified 

muo j ti- 1 r , 1.. J— . 


1970 


tion and Broad- 
casting, 


f£fT° «rto 2370 , cTTft^T tffc M6K PT 

7 1970 1 

S.O. 2371, dated 7th July, Do. 

1970 - 


in the Schedule therein. 

sETJ^fr $ ^ pR?m Td H$£tl 
■rax 1 

Approval of the film as specified 
In the schedule therein. 






t^o srto 2371, cutter 

7 1970 I 


*F 77 TT t 
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No. and Date 


Issued by 


S ubject 


S.O. 2372, dated 7th July, Ministry of Infor- Approval of the film as specified 
1970. mation and Brodcasting, in the Schedule therein. 


Wo ETo 2372, fEEPE 
7 3j*nf, 19701 


^EET EBKET t E^ fWW W wfrgrE 

ESTTvfE WET I 


246 S.O. 2373, dated IOth July, Ministry of Foreign 


Trade. 


WET I 

Appointing Shrl D. Dev Raj 
Urs, M.L.A. Bangalore to be the 
Chairman of the Central Silk 
Board. 


Wo «TTo 2373, frTPF 
10 'sjvfli, 1970 1 


247 S.O. 2 


O. 2374/15/IDRA/70, 
dated 10th July, 1970. 


WTEK EETEE «fV £e TTE EE, faETEW 
STEELE W %EfiTE ^ETE «fpf w 
weet f^jwr wet i 

Ministry of Indus- Appointing a body of person# 
trial Development, for making complete invest ^a- 
Internal Trade and tlon in the fall of production 
Company Affairs. in respect of Cotton textiles 
manufactured by M/b. Prubha 
Mills Ltd., Viramgam (Gujarat). 


Wo WTo 2374/l 5 /’H I ^ o sflfftfEE fEWE, 
^Vo 5fRo tro/70, WFfrfw WTETC 

ETfta 10 ^TT^, 19701 EET 4 HER TFT 

EETEE 


S.O. 2375, dated nth July, Ministry of Home 
i 97 °- Affairs. 


Wo WTo 2375, ETfta 
11 SJET^, 19701 


EETEE 


249 S.O. 2376, dated 14th July, Ministry of Foreign 
1970. Trade. 


Wo Wo 2376, Ertte 
14 19701 


fE^ET WIETTEEfvTE 


EET fow fEo fEETEETE 
(^EETE) ETEET, tfftifWT EF 
EiE E ffffEE gift ET?ff % 
EETKE E wft % WETT # 
ETE % fwj C[°fi fEWE E>J 
fuuptd I 

Ni 

Approinting a Commission of In- 
quiry consisting of Shxi G.D. 
Khosla, Retired Chief Justice 
of the Punjab High Court, as 
sole number to inquire the 
cause of death of Shri Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose. 

ftETEt ^ElE EETEtEEt^^r 
ETE % ff# EETE EW WTETEE 
%§ET fE^E W WlET^tE 
e>tte tie etJew W 1[W 
ETE REtrE % EE if eIe 
WE tE W Ec5E I 

Extending the tenure of Order 
No. S.O. 1196, dated the 13th 
April, 1966 upto the 15th Sep- 
tember, 1970. 

E° W° ET® 1196, fEETE> 
13 e3eT, 1 9 6 6 15%E«n: 

197 0 EE> EEFft EEFJ ESET I 
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Issue No. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


250 S.O. 2377, dated 14th July, 
1970- 


Ministry of Foreign 
Trade 


Extending the tenure of order 
No. S.O. 1625, dated 18th July, 
1959 for a further period Of two 
years from the t8th July, 1970. 


tfTo STTo 2 37 7, Ulfte wim'*: ’R^TT- EIT° 162 5, fedt*! 18 3prr£ 

14 19701 ?nr 1959% WT^T %t IFTfir 18 

1970 if ft *1% % 

I 


251 S.O. 2439, dated IJth July, Do. 

1970. 


Authorising H.S. Ramani to take 
over the management of the 
Mahalaxml Mills Company 
Ltd., Beawar. 


tfTTo ?lTo 2439, fadPfi 
15 ^Tlf, 1970 I 


ssft tT^o qrtro TRT-ft %t ET^FTSEft 
Hietl Ed R«t«-ar $f% % 

f%rcr srrfsiw eiutt i 


252 S.O. 2440, dated 16th July, Ministry of Infor- Approval of the films as specified 
1970. mation and Broadcast- in the Schedule therein. 

ing. 


tJTo 5ft 0 2440, fedtEi 
16 ^vTTf, 1970 I 


ifk STTK5T 
E^PTE 1 


SEJ^Tt T ft fif %t 
ETT0T I 


253 S.O. 2.(41 dated 16th July, Do. 

1970. 


Approval of the film aB specified 
in 1 he Schedule therein. 


ttJT° if To 2 441, f%TRt 
16 1970 I 


dtd iFJ^ft % St fii f%*F %T 


3?TI fa# trETETTT 7 ! TTdWt %T sfdEt STEEwd fafVd dT^ET, fjrPsft % tfm 

dTETf TT ft d drift | FftlW SWdTO % ETO £d TT^ml % 3ffft Eft 
fTRta 10 f%E % ■♦fteTT 7TT% 'Erf^qj 1 

Copies of the Gazettes Extraordinary mentioned above will be supplied on 
indent to the Manager of Publications, Civil Lines, Delhi. Indents should b# 
submitted so as to reach the Manager within ten days of the date of issue of 
these Gazettes. 
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’TFT II — RWR 3-1WH (ii) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (11) 

(TW RJITW 'RTTR RTTTT ^ UHTfFff Tt sfaRH') 

Rfcrfta >nfaepjff sm ®nft ft firfar wrin wfaqwRiq i 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries o£ the Government 
of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administration of Union Territories). 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 6th July 1970 

8oO- 2809. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Narainu Ram, 
iR/O Village and Post Office, Rampur, Via, Tutu, District Simla, Himachal Pradesh, 
a contesting candidate for election to the Himachal Pradesh legislative Assembly 
from 18-Kandaghat Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation of the People, Act, 1981, and 
the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3, Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Narainu Ram, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legis- 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years from 
the date of this order. 

[No. HP-LA/ 13/67(1).] 


U 1 TA ft m faw srpftu 

1970 

wt o 260 9— Tcf: ftqtad STTRtR RiT eui R in ift RRI ^ fr fn HTU ‘A STT vt («ium 

rut % fWNr % Ihtt 1 3 — % -EFTTr rt% «fr rt*j 

THT, fw# RTR R Tto RTo PFTJT, RTRT fWTT, fpTHT R^RT, TtRT TfdrfVrT 

SlfafRRR, 1951 RUT RRtftR PTO RU fRRRt JTTT R^ftrTR PdRpRR srr) RTT T’JT RrfaT 

rtf* Jr rrtr 

*fk, RcE, TRR TFRtTRR R^FF gvRRT cpr sft RTfr ^R" SRRRiHRT 

R> {hit RR 5TMRI PT^^tRiTT R^t fdRT ^ RRT fRRfHR RTRlR RR R?[ HUTHTR' 
^FTRT ^ f% HR% RiR W I % hRIhi RR v u i RT ^RTRYPRcR R^V §■ ; 

m., RR, RRR qfvfRTR Tt RTTT 1 0-T T VR;RTT R fRRTRR RTRtR VR^ffDT 
HRR >Rt RFJ TFT TTT % R>fT RRRT Jr ?T fef[ *ff HRR % RT f%^fT TT^R Tt fRSTR RR1 
STRRT fRHTR RfpRR % RRFR TT% 5T1T RtR RT fpR £R RT^TR Rft RTffRT Jl rYr R^ RTp 
rt^urPj RifRV fRTf^R TtfTR RTRT | I 


[R° Ro-fR 0 R-o/i3/67( l)J 
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New Delhi, the 18th July 1970 

S.O. 2610. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Padam Dev, 
S/O Shri Malta Ham, Village & P.O. Dhalwarl Via Bharwain, Tahsll Una, District 
Kangra, Himachal Pradesh a contesting candidate for election to tho Himachal 
Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 28 Amb Assembly Constituency, has failed ta 
lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of 
tho People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Padam Dev, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legis- 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years from 
the date of this order. 


[Nq. HP-LA/28/07.] 
By Order, 

RO SHAN LAL, Secy, 


df fcctfr, 18 1970 

Wfo 2610 . — 

HNT % fftdfad % fftfT 2 8 , ST*' fft d Wd -ftqf % Hfft dl^ TwfftdlT «fr ddd ftd, 

Hfjd *sfV He'd I TPT, tTHT d c fT° 5 TT ° tTHdT^V, dldl defter 37HT , fftpff dtddT, ftldM'd 

Hftw, efftr dfcTfftfftcd wfafftdd, 19 51 ddT ddlh. irrr fftqftr fflH fftd^dd 
dT ftdlf dlf«H ddft Jr tlH'TH | ; 

sfft, dlftiddlTft, gftdiddi^dTfthSnft'T ftt Wdt Wd'T.HdT 

d«rr fad^dd hi did dT di? ddund ft ddr 
| fp did ddTHdT % fdd >>ftf qdftd di\ ,J T dT dlldMftpJ dtft | ! 

dd:, dd, ddd dfdfddd dft SITU 1 C-di dddTd it fdd'dd dldld 

ddd][ NT d3d 'fit ftdd % dTdi dSdT it % faftt ftt ddd % dT fdftt rm 3ft fdNTd ddl 
dddT fdNTd Tftd^ % dd*d ^ did dV sftft % fftrr Td dldd dft dlft« ft fttd d^f dft 
dldTdfft % fad fd'ft'^d ftftftd d^dt % I 


[ft° 5T° — fd°H°/28/67] 

dTdd ft, 

Md did. dfdd \ 


New Delhi, the 13th July 1970 

S.O. 2611. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Kali Pads 
Das, Village Gundut, P.O, Perua, District Midnapore (West Bengal), a contesting 
candidate for the mid-term election held in February, 1969, to the West Bengal 
Legislative Assembly from 204-Pingla constituency, has failed to lodge an account 
of nis election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for the failure; 
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Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Kali Pada Das to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 

[No. WB -LA/204/09 (31).] 
df 13 ajsrrf, 1970 

i^To crto 2611 — Jiff : Pi q pin STEtYt W jft ^ fc h d fiHi f^tiH 

41*11 % fHtJ 1 9 6 9 5f fisqidffl fnfl'H'i % Rn* 2 0 4-f'PTHT Jr 

wfiwi «fV <FF=flrT? tut, Tto towr, fw forTPjT: 

arnw ) arfHfNfsrpr 1 95 1 fm step* mr f^rq-rfr arm nYrftspr 

Rwf-qd *4Pfl "PT JpSTT <tl Hdd + 7|J Jr %T4T c H^r 7% ^ ; 

5fk, iTcT:, tg-^FET VwfPUrR d, d% Krqqf Jjqvr ftp ifrd qr vf]r STTfit 7K tHTLHfiT 

fan sjfrf wm mm font; -rm fdnvd wptr vt m wm* ft) nm 

t fo UK %W WKTFfdT % fair Tlf 'Llt' T LTTK K[ nTfotf^cT fi# % 

*rt:, *r«r, gw wfafanr htht i o-?r % tH4K<n Jr fosrfaq smffo sw 
sfV 'PT^fthd 5TK Yt Rfid % Yfor /Kfit i[ K fodt KT K?L Y fo(fr TFfi Yl fatPI-T KfiT 
«w fwTd qfwr^ % w?v ^ ktL v\i gfo % f=r^, 2 k srr^er YT firm's Jr rffo fY 
'FIHPrfa % fair *ftfa?T NTKcir | I 


[K oqo^o-1%oKo/204/69(3l)] 


S.O. 2612. — Whereas the Election Commission ia satisfied that Shri Bansda 
Bangim, Village Sankuli, P.O. Laudaha, District Midnapore, West Bengal, a con- 
testing candidate for the mid-term election held in February, 1069, to the West 
Bengal Legislative Assembly from 215-Keshiary constituency, has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1051, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, In pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Hansda Bangim to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of cither House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 


[No. WB-LA/215/69 (32) .] 

q*r° wt°2612. — fid: fWrLfi WHILE KEWT-T ft E ri fa qfsVRt Ytih Rpjk 
kkt Y fan qv-dfr, i 9 6 9 k |tt mimfv fJfav=r % fan 2 1 s-Yffamt Jr ^tft 

sft dfav, tlTK Lffa, dYflKT, ffan JT qffartft 
dfapT, HEP qfafaffad dfhffiqK, 1951 ffftffa ZRTh KY ffifiRt 3171 farfSTcT tfat 
Eg q f ®PT TiffiTK “PTd it q ; 

tfhr, Kd: , KTRkmr , KK RHPP ! pfiT fct qv vfl 'Md'fiHdT 

% Ret w'ti spu 0 !’ wi fidt fevr f . ; frqr Pdd^d kptTk qq ^ otiot 

FKT I fqr TRT ^ 'tPTOHdT % qf/f KT' hT W[ 'KpfTfdciT fifft t ; 
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VcL, 3W ?rfa1wT 3^ STITT 1 0 - % % 5PJRT0I if STW^I dcKtf ITT 

TTTT^ % ^'PTf TT^rf it TT f^TTft ^fT TT^fT %■ 3TT PfTft w 3fTt f^ETM 
TPRT TJ*T3T fwpT Tfvi^ % ^ trk % ftpr 511^51 ^ft cnflU tr dfa 

dTwurfsr % fk'i farmer sftfaer | i 


{Ho- 7 o ^ o-fv 0 110/215/69(32)] 


New Delhi, the 15 th July 1970 

S.O. 2GI3- — Whereas the Flection Commission is satisfied that Shri Kirtibash 
Chakraborty, Village Kola, P.O. Mogra, District Hooghly (West Bengal) a con- 
testing candidate for the mid-term election held in February, 1969, to the West 
Bengal Legislative Assembly fr^m 176-Polba Constituency, !ia,s failed <o ] idge an 
account of his election expenses In the manner as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Kirtibash Chakraborty, to be disqua- 
lified for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 
three years from the date of this order. 


[No. WB-LA/176/09 (33) .] 


fit 15 3F5TTf, 1970 

Ifcro 2613. CRT: WPfpT VT RVraPT ffr TIT t f% 'TpKJfr fafJfiT 

W % fair 'TTTnft, 1 969 Rijn; rgSTITfa ffiaUTT 17 G-T)W f-TT?Td-^T ^fil^r 

sft FTdfaW VTpff, TTfT-TdTr, 'Tt^-fftfiTT, 

5PTPT) 3TTTT vfaPm, 1951 TTT TPJPT fifr fa q-ff I 3TT Vf%T VTfi 

frtq'Hd fin H<5iT srPad +• n vt-FtT ?> ; 

5rh, RfTF fT'T Tf fTTfiT VTfiTFTf 

% frpT tut TTRfiT Tq-cfTfiTT'fi filV TfifiT t ; TRI fdfffin VffiTfi fifi Rf? HRTiTR 
ft ’mi '$ fv rut vuTuerT % fan -=prf qrar-n ^rpir nr ^mffiUT nft £ ■ 

SPL, TT^T, Tfid firfafafiR "fit iTPT 1 0— ' fit % 1 5I'|RT a T *t ffififaH RUTtR TpT^ilPT 
tJfiR ?tt fifaff RUT URiRdT UT Rtfa % TTfiT RUTT R R ffifat fa RUT fit R1 fuRT TTfR 

Rtt ffiRTR TNT RRRT PUTTR fifurq, % RUT Rfi RTfi R > t % fan, ?R ¥IT%0T # 

i* (ftn rr fift RrfRTfifsr % Ptt PrcF^r rtPut rurt £ i 


[R°-R° Ro-fao Ro/ 176/69 ( 33 )] 


S.O, 2614, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Arabinda 
Roy of Village Paschim Khaina, P.O. Khalna, Howrah (West Bengal) a contest- 
ing candidate for the mid-term election held in February, 1969, to the West 
Bengal Legislative Assembly from FM-Kti yanpur Constituency, has failed to 
lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Ejection Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for -he failure; 
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Now, therefore, in pursuance section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Arabinda Roy to be disqualified for 
toeing chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order, 

LNo. WB-LA/164/09(34).] 
irryo sfjo 2614- TL fWTT t|Ni4 W HWH ft W I W 

fTaTra-qj % f%n ^fr\ 1909%^ qeqn f u f % fan 1 b 4 -Tv 9 vry farfaR-ifar % 
^rur ti% Tfamu- fa ufa hr, q rtr-'i^FT hr-tt, qfa frtrsr (qfaqfa 

w) far fafafaTT fadf-TR, 1 9 5 1 T«fl TP-fa trFnrr t]tt fqqfa gpq- sqq-fad 99% 

f-Tlfad SUIT LI Ft J HIT IlffaT TAT it *19919 fa f ; 

far, 99., TH 9*911919 9, R9 9*9V d/dfiT fa* did 9T fa dTdt W WflHTT 
fat[ fa ^ TRd 9991 F9fafa'<«T fat ffalT f ; 9RT ffalfaR HTTPl 99 9$ H9TCTT9 (ft 99T 
f fa 99% did ?9 T99J99T % faff faf 9999 TUT IT 'dTd'lfdfd fat % ) 

■dcf, dd, 999 dfafddd fa aru i o-d % ddwr d fddfdd mfav t^iirr 

999 fa ddf Ad HR fa 999 % fall 999 i 9 ft fafa fa 999 % dT fafa TTTd fa fadld 

ddi dddT fddid qfaq^ % riht r% ht% far $fa % fax*, ^d afar fa crrCttar % faa 

fa fa TTHTlfa % fri9 fq%%9 efrfad 9T9T f I 

[do-dodo— fdodo/ 164/69(34)] 
New Delhi, the 18th July 1970 

S,0. 2615. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Saprmrendra 
Ray Chaudhury, Village Smilugarh, P.O. Simlagarh. District Hoogly (West Bengal) 
a contesting candidate for the mid -term election held in February, 1969, to the West 
Bengal Legislative Assembly from 178-Pandua Constituency, has failed to lodge- 
an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, has not given any reason 
or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Com- 
mission hereby declares the said Shri Samarendra Roy Chaudhury to be disqualified 
for being chosen as, and for being, member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years, 
from the date of this order. 

TNo. WB-LA/ 178/ 69(37).! 
By Order, 

V. NAGASUBRAMANIAN, Secy- 
fa ffafa, 18^HTf, 1970 

TTR" ofao 2615. 99 : f'PUy 7 m~bl 99 M fa 9RT ^ fa 9p?H +n 3) 'MM fall H 

thtt % friV qurft i9G9itf9 Rwmfa f99 , h9%ffa 1 7 s-tw ^tft 

IT % Tt -Hkd rr fa 00 A ? TpT fafat, 9 T9 fOHHTRF, 9>o f%9HTR£, faBT 
§T[fa (q fM4) R9TH) HPT qfqf-TftPT ofaffaR, 19 51 TOftV T-pT fiTT fqqrjt am 
*19% “tpn tt ^’ir qif^r % 'stttbtvt ^ ; 

5sfUr, 99:, WT T 9, sfi ^TIT f%R : 7fT% 9^ Rt R99t ZJT WRHRT 

% pT! uptf TGH HW f<f9T % , 99T RTRpT TT 9^ R9T7JR %f 99T?f 

SREWcTT % frii/ Tlf 99 TUN 9T ?9T9 dffl' 
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77:, 77, 777 7faf777 %f STITT 10-7 % W77™T 7 ffipfad 7T7T7 pd^KT 
777 sff 77%7 TFT 7f7Tf 77 777 %■ %I7T 777'T if 7 TTt iff 777 % TT f%7f TTT7 %f 
frill'd 77i 5rw final 7 Tffap; ^ n -ft 7 % tip ?ffa sk % fan, 57 ttttt %f drcfa 7 7f7 
77 %f TTTTdfa % fan fixfid TlfTT 777T | | 

[ 7 ° qoir,5-fio7°/l78/69( 37)] 
7ffa if, 
dTrgrJETCET, 

7fa7 1 


New Delhi, the 15 th July 1970 

S.O. 2616. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Shanker, 
S/o Shri Ram Auhar, R /01 Village Basila, P.O. Chandauli, District Varanasi, 
Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for election to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly from 245-Moghalsarai Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failures; 

3- Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election’ 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Shanker, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 

[No. UP-LA/245/09-(55),]' 

7 $ fafaf, 15 ^rrrf, 1970 

vfTo?fto 261 6 — 77: fad’Mfi Tpfar tt •HhitiM ?(f ttt t f% 77 T Iwet tut % 

fair fdVNnr % fNTT 2 4 5-777 7TT7 77T fTTfTdfaT 7 7717 7%7 71% 'iff 

WT 7^7 ^fr TUT sflrTP', faTElf 717 7ffi7l, 71° T^faf, faTT TTTUHff, 77T ; 

rffa A fi Id faT7 Tfaffaui, 1951 771 77sfl7 777i[ 7 p THT sfafifiT 77% 

fiqfa-i 77 %lC iff fair 71 P 77 ttt% if 777)7 t| if ; 

7V, 77:, 777 Tuffwr % 7% 7*771 ^771 fcp 717 77 iff 777f ?7 777)777 % 
fap 7%^ 77T7 7771 PETfrUTT Tiff fiTT 777 fi^fad TITfi 77 7f 777717 777 t 

1% 77% 777 ^7 7771771 % fTp %ff 77%7 77771 7T ?7T7tf7c7 7[ff £; 

77:, 77. 777 Tfsifwi %f 7TTT 1 0-71 % 7-J7T7 7 ffalfad 77777 77^31 tl 777 
«ff sfar %f 777 % 7f7f 777t if % f%7t iff 777 % 71 f%7f TIW %f fT7T7 771 5T77T 
17717 TfTTT % 77*7 7T% tVt gpf % fan, ^7 7T%fl %T TlfTST % 7t7 7% 7% 777171% 

% fan; farfST Ptfad 7T71 I l 


[ 7 o 7o7o/f7o7o/245/69( 55)] 
New Delhi, the 18 th July 1970 

S.O. 2617. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shrimati Chachi 
Shanti Shiromani W/o Shri Badri Prasad 33/240-Meston Road, Kanpur City, Uttar 
Pradesh, a contesting candidate for election to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative 
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Asssembly from 290-Khajuha Assembly Constituency, bas failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shrimati Chaehi Shanti Shiromani, to be 
■disqualified for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parlia- 
ment or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period 
■of three years from the date of this order. 


[No. UP-LA/ 290/ 39 (66).] 


df ferfr, 18 1970 

t^Tosfto 2617 — T7T: f'R'Hd RRFT PT RRTSRifr RTT | % RcR TpH fwFl RRT 
% fan; fdd'l'Hd % fm. 290-fiM/l RRT 4 tJRR vT5% TFft 

’sfkTfft 7TTf% ftfTTRfoi qpft sft dsft 57HR, 33/240, if f <R TR, WT (RfTT 

Tkr ) , htp TPdfpfsrR RfsrPwr, 1951 <rqr tttr p-tr tit fdw im wTfad ?rq% 
ftpWp Kpff Pr %irr prferr pt% Jr srrr 

4k, T/L, TPT mtffcPR P, HR RRP ^PTT for TT 4Y RWP5R1T % 

fvFT Pit phr *i«rt w^r J "i d4f fen ?r«fr fprkvr wmR pt pt rrrr ft wr 

^ fp '3H% 410 W Wd livid I % f^TtT Pla Mdlki PIPP t?T Rid) Ned & ; 

m:, sr, qfafcm 41 am 1 o-p % sfjrtp Jr fWfdr rkr irt 3 to tpt 
4kpft prfkr fpRRfk pt rtr % tTpt Jr a fpifr -41 rr % pt fptft rpFp «pV 
^dTr fdaTd Tf^ # a^Ti qfTT 4k ^ fdtr, iti^t pt 4 
tft tt TiHiTfa % fair Prefer 4tfa?r prt | 1 


[T»-ToTo-fTodo/290/69( 5G)] 

New Delhi, the 20 th July 1970 

S.O. 2618. — Whereas the Ejection Commission is satisfied that Shri Dudb Nath 
Singh, S/o Shri Khoob Narain Singh, R/o Village Khataura, Post Office Khataura, 
District Varunasi, Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for mid-term general 
election to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 251-Kolaslah Assembly 
Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2- And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Dudh Nath Singh, to be disqualified 
for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of 
tho Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order, 

LNo. UP-LA/ 251/ 69 (64) ] 
p£ fe^sfV, 20 1 970 

FRO 41° 2 618. — PT: f-RPR PRR TT HTTSTOT fTI RTT t fp 

TRv T*fST fpRR HRT % farr RRRfsi fdPTPT P fku 2 51- 
pRlFRIT HPT fp^TP-sfer 4 HdR Tfd PlP mrfkpp ^JdTP 




Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 8 . 197Q/SRAVANA 17, 1892 3383 

Frr rtr m ^R-mpui fw f^rerr-Ffr rtr utYu m° ^rhr, Firm ^TTnr^ft, zfrr rYh 
hpr jrPrirfsw rFrFrai o , 1951 rrt RRsffR rhtr or FrRRY jut ?tYFstr rtr fWm 
wnff TT RT[f rY RTpSH quY if RRRR t| &; 

Rfc JET:, RRd TnfTTTR' R, RR R«TR ^TTT F?R ^TR TT *ft RRRR LR RH'KHHT Yt 
% Pi'^ ^Yf '*< 1 7 U RRRT PrGFW'Ui Pm £ , rTTT fRR?RR RpffR TT Ro RRTRTR [Y mi Y 
Fp RR% Hltl ?R iffiWTI % pTCJ ^Yf mYd dPUR RT 'RTRYfRcR d^Y 

Rd:, W, RUT RfdFdRR TT ETf^r 1 0-R % R<=[d™T R FdUdd R1RTR ^dd^TH 

Rdtr yft rY rrl % Tim Rddt r Y FrrY *fr Rdd % rt utr YY Prmr 

mrr rrrt Fr-rtr 'tFrtt % mur RR rtr rYr YYY % Ftr rr hirr rY Rifru Jr YYr 

RR rY TT' IPTf-J % fdR pTTfK Rtfdd RUdT I I 

[H° doRo-Fdo Ro / 25/ l/fi9( 64) 1 
New Delhi, the 20th July 1970 

S.O. 2619.— Whereat, the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Hon S/o. 
Shri Ilansraj, R/q. village Chak Chairman, Post Office Anei, District Varanasi, 
Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate tor mid-term general election to the Uttar 
Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 251-Kolaslah Assembly Constituency, has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2- And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election C immission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for Buch failure; 

3, Now therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Hori, to be disqualified for being chosen 
as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legislative 
Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years from the 
date of this order. 

[No. UP-LA/251/69(65).l 

d3 YrmY, 70 Tprrf 1970 

IJR° RY° 2 619 Rd: fddFdd RPTYR Rd RRTRTd ft RRT Y Fff Rd"7 dYd fdSlTd SUIT % Fd^ 
rwtrFj FrdYdd ^ 'rtt 2 5 1 rYrtrrt rrt FurYdd £r R ^rfr r^Y rtY ^RnftRRR 

rY tJRd kfY TRTpsf fRRHft RTR ir»1H'I'1 l RT ° P^pHi RTTUlRt RtTL rY?T, 

ffjRf RFrfdfdfR RfyPitpT, 1951 dRT dfsYd RRT^ Rf[ FlRHi 3TO RYFiTd RdY FfidYdd «RRt 

Rd Rdf YY YdT Tlffd RTR Sr RRRd Td fj 

rYl rr:, rrr RFRlLdn: Y, hSt rtrt ^rrt fRtr qr RY m-fr w rh'ftrt 

% fRTT JfTtf qrnu 5PTRT ^T5RY4iLW r#T fRqT t ; RRT ffidlRR RPTYr RL W, RRISTR 
?tr RRT ^ Fd "TR% TRT RRTRdT % FTR dftF RRFtT »PT <R RT F d iRYFRfR RoY % ] 

m:, RR, RLR RfyfRRR # RTU 1 0-T % RRRTR R FrR?RR RpftR RR^TTU 

rrr ur dYfr rY rrr % urt rrrY r r Frrt YY rtr % ri FlYt tt?r rY Frrtr rrt m RT 
WTR rF?R 5 % RUR dY RlR Rtf RtR % Futr RR rFYR YY RfUR R RlR RR YY RIRilFtl 

% fdR fYFgd RTfRR RTTRT % 1 

[do RoR o /Ff oR 0 / 25 / 1 / 69 ( 65) 

New Delhi, the 21st July, 1970 

S.O 2620 — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Ham Pat, 
S/o Shri Raghu, R/o Village Sarwanipur, P.O. Baluagaiapur (Anei), District 
Varanasi, Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for mid-term general election to, 
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the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 254-Bhadohi (SC') Assembly Consti- 
tuency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Ram Pat, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years from 
the date of this order. 


[No. UP-LA/254/S9(60).] 
By Order, 

A. N. SEN, Secy. 


Rf facUt, 21 Wf, 1970 

<jRo*ito 2620 . — tm: fkf'Rr trrck tt ERrarrH ft ttt £ tht srkr (wr rti Rsqumr 
Id d fad % (ST° TT° ) fdqfad sfa" H '■'{did dTvT TmfT 

srtu^trrE qk sp^rr (tfaf) farHT Trunuft (TrR: srki) Ek? 

qfrifdfspT sErfdfd-'fdj 1951 r-rr d?sfrr tth* dir fawf arra trtftrd fadt-rd szpff ^tt 

TifevT Erfa it W t; 

wk et:, tw THfk’TR t, etrt faq ^rk t? tfr ?ppfr w wip-p ti % 
ffarr qftf TTTU wn PpJ'td.'’N Titt Iw fPTT fdrfad PPfk q>T Tf^-T RRTOT<T {fT WT j| 
fo 3*)% TRT WETEHT % fat? 'Fif'd - ^POTT TT -HTiflfkcq- f ; 

'HTT:, EE, HdR Srftjfim k 5TTTT 1 O-T $ SPUR? 7 ! it fd«lfdd WRk P d^K I 
TW *ft 7 TW TT HRT % T>ff if ^ ffarfft kt RET T TT ftkt TRE k fESTK RdTl ERET 

fdtl Id H REUT ^ Tk ?lk ^R Mikl 4?t dkkT if did e 4 k "M <d I d ft| 

% ftT^ fd <f?d TtfafT T f d I ^ I 

[k To 5To-koRo/254/69(66) ] 

tTo ITTfo 

dfkr, rttt fddrfad ifiqk i 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 23rd July 1970 

SO, 2021. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (1; of article 258 of 
the Constitution and of all other powers enabling him in this behalf, the President, 
with the consent of the Government of Meghalaya, hereby entrusts to that Gov- 
ernment, the functions of the Central Government (i) under section S of the 
Passport (Entry into India) Act, 1920 (34 of 1920) : (ii) under rules 2 and 4 of the 
Passport (Entry into India) Rules, 1950; (iii) under rule 3 of the Registration of 
Foreigners Rules, 1939; (iv) in making orders of the nature specified in datum 
(a), (b). (c), (cc), (d), (e) and (f) of sub-section (2) of section 3 of the Foreign- 
ers Act, 1940 (31 of 1946); and (v) under the Foreigners Order, 1948, subject to 
the following conditions, namely: — 

(a) that in the exercise of such functions the said Government shall comply 
with such general or special directions as the Central Government 
may from time to time issue; and 
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(b) that notwithstanding this entrustment, the Central Government may 
itself exercise any of the said functions should it deem fit to do ao in 
any case, 

LNo. 11013/5/70-(I)-F.I.] 

S-O, 2622. — In exercise of Ihe powers conferred by clause ( 1 ) tf article 25-3 of 
the Constitution and of all other oowcis enabling him in this behalf, the President, 
with the consent of the Government ->i Tvlegu^ > ly, , heicby entrusts to that Gov- 
ernment, the functions of the Central Government (i) for obtaining an indemnity 
bond In respect of a fore' "ner entering India; fit) for taking any action under the 
terms and conditions of the bond; and (r) f-n incurring miy expenditure on the 
foreigner and his family during their residence in India and on their repatriation 
out of India, subject to the following conditions, namely: — 

(a) that in the exercise of such functions the said Government shall comply 

with such general or special directions as the Central Government 
may from time to time issue; and 

(b) that notwithstanding this entrustment, the Central Government may 

itself exercise the said functions should it deem fit to do so in any case. 

[No. 11013/5/70-(II)-F.I.] 
J. C. AGARWAL, Jt. Secy. 


New Delhi, the 29th July 1970 

S-O. 2G23. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
492 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898 (5 of 1898), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints Shri P. P. Khambatta, Advocate, Bombay, as a Public 
Prosecutor for conducting the prosecution of the accused, In the case RC. 11/E/ 
68 -Bombay in the original, appellate and revlsional courts. 

[No. 225/9/ 70- A.V.DII-I 

B. C. VANJANI, Under Secy. 

*T? 

df fe'Sfl', 29 1970 

VTo . 2622 — TW srfaarr RfpT, 1898 ( 1898 dd 5) RTCI 492 ^ 3WH 
( l) STTT STTrT Vlfaddt dd 5Pftd dTUl %7#[rr TOK ,*fl fro tfto tardddf, yfy*HdT 
dft Ijd, 5Rdt r ff dU- ^ndRTdlf R, dido 11 f/68 % Hindi Sr, *f1 v 

J^frT dd dftpfldd ddrd % f^TT sffaj d ddrfT $ I 

f do 225/9/70 ^o dto dto- 

o ift 0 dSThfr, ddd dfdd | 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Expenditure) 

New Delhi, the 16th July 1970 

S.O. 2624. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to article 
309 and clause (5) of article 149 of the Constitution, and of all other powers ena- 
bling him in this behalf, the President, after consultation with the Comptroller 
and Auditor General of India in respect of persons employed in the Indian Audit 
and Accounts Department, hereby makes the following rules further to amend 
the General Provident Fund (Central Services) Rules, 1960, namely: — 

1 . (1) These rules may he called the General Provident Fund (Central Ser- 
vices) Third Amendment Rules, 1970. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the Official 
Gazette. 

2. In rule 12 of the General Provident Fund (Central Services) Rules, 1960. 

(i) in sub-rule ( 1 ), for clause (c) including the two provisos thereto, the 

following clause shall he substituted, namely: — 

“(c) to pay obligatory expenses on a scale appropriate to the subscriber's 
status which by customary usage the subscriber has to incur in con- 
nection with marriages, funerals or other ceremonies”; 
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(ii) aftjr sub-rule (1), the following sub-rule shall be inserted, namely: — 
“(1AJ The President may, in special circumstances, sanction the payment 
to any subscriber of an advance if ha is satisfied that the subscriber 
concerned requires the advance for reasons other than those men- 
tioned in sub-rule (1).”. 

[No. F. 37(2)-EV/70-GPF.] 

New Delhi, the 17th July 1970 

S.O. 2025 — In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to article 
309 and clause (5) of article 148 of the Constitution, and of aE other powers ena- 
bling' him in this behalf, the President after consultation with the Comptroller 
and Auditor General of India in respect of persons employed in the Indian Audit 
and Accounts Department, hereby makes the following rules further to amend 
the Contributory Provident Fund Rules (India), 1962, namely:- — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Contributory Provident Fund (India) 
Third Amendment Rules, 1970, 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the Official 
Gazette. t 

2. In rule 13 of the Contributory Provident Fund Rules (India). 1902, — 

(a) in sub-rule (1), for clause (c) including the two provisos thereto, the 
following clause shall be substituted, namely: — 

‘‘(c) to pay obligatory expenses on a scale appropriate to the subscriber’s 
status which by customary usage the subscriber has to incur in con- 
nection with marriages, funerals or other ceremonies”: 

(b) after sub-rule (1), the following sub-rule shaU be inserted, namely: — 
‘‘(1A) The President may, in special circumstances, sanction the payment 

to any subscriber of an advance if he is satisfied that the subscriber 
concerned requires the advance for reasons other than those men- 
tioned in sub-rule (1)”. 

[No. F. 37 (2) -E.V/70-CPF .] 
R. P. SAKSENA_ Under Secy. 


(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Stamps 

New Delhi, the 8th Auguvt 1970 

S.O. 2626. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of sub-section (1) 
of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government 
hereby remits the duty with which the bonds to the face value of fifty lakhs of 
rupees, to be Issued by the Jammu and Kashmir State Financial Corporation, are 

chargeable under the said Act. „ TTTT , 

[No. 12/ 70-Stamps/ F.No.l/ 23 / 70-Cus.VII- 1 

P. K. KAPOOR, Under Secy. 


fart EdHE 

(TT .U7 sf,T faEFT) 

fii 8 1970 

(Jflo «ftoZ026. -mrcfta fSPT (ffiliwr, 1899 ( 1899 dd 2) # ETU 9 
3 ng r u ( i ) % spr (*p) arm Tdfr BifRpff dd ddfd c+jt 

3TT qft £ fddd tfk dndfk TTJg fkftd PuPT aRT jkfE ^ 
TPT nparTTT *TP5I 5 <T>t cR % ?ifkr U fd $lftrfddd % U'dEf & I 

12/70- T 3UT I'fiT" l/23/ 7 0 — -H I *fl P V — VlI.J 

<ffo %o EfTd 1 
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(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(office of the Controller of Capital Issues) 

New Delhi, the nth July 1970 

S.O. 2627. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (J) of Sec- 
tion 0 of the Capital Issues (Control) Act, 1947 (29 of 1947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby exempts the Industrial Credit and Investment Corporation of India, 
from the provisions of Sections 3 and 5 of the said Act, In respect of Bondsof 
the value not exceeding the eaulvalent of $40 million (forty million dollars) 
to be executed and delivered by the said Corporation to the International Bans: 
for Reconstruction and Development, in terms of the Loan Agreement, dated the 
3rd June, 1970, entered into between the said two parties. 

[No. R.285-CCI/70,] 
RAJ K. NIGAM, 

Additional Controller of Capital Issues. 

(wrf«r* tom) 

1970 

2627 .-- j j^ 5 Tr^cnTt (torscr) wfufatm, 1947 ( 1 9 47 29) 

qfrsrnr 6<ftlWTr ( 1 ) TTTT Wfaem TT WrT §T[ RTVTT 

sfts'iT iru sftr 

fjttorrfer tftr Tfw tojwr (*nr tpo? wit) % ft 

'tfwnr t.i vt ’fr i r wi drttw 3 1970, 

«fr 'WfTTt % §*u «rr, % tnrcrrt hw trftrtom srm 3 uYr s % 

grwfi % nd'«r<T Ws *trft ^ 1 

[#0 iTTTo 2S5'TfVo «rrt / 0 .] 

ttjt %o ton?, 

vfdR«w jrtajtort totorr 1 


(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Office of the Treasurer of Charitable Endowments for India) 

New Delhi, the 15th June 1970 

S.O. WDM.— The following list of properties and of securities as on the 31st 
March. 1970 and abstract of accounts of Interest for the year 1909-70 in respect 
of Charitable Endowments (Central) held by the Treasurer of Charitable 
Endowments for India or his agents under the Charitable Endowments Act, 1890 
(6 of 1890) are published for general information. 



PART I— LIST OP PROPERTIES, OTHER THAN SECURITIES 


Serial 

No. 

Particulars of Vesting Ofder 

Name of 
endowment 

Admioist rators of 

Property held Remark* 


No. Date 

Property — 

Description Value Annual 

income, if 
known 

I 

2 3 

4 

5 

6 789 


INDIA 


i 


Ministry of Rchabili- 5 thSeptem- 
ttpcnt Notification ber, 1952. 
No. RHC/ii( 5)/ 5 2 
as amended by the 
Ministry of Worts, 

Housing and Supply 
(Deptt. of W&H) 

Notification No. 

3/163/64-L and the 17th Feb- 
Mhastry of Ed oca- nary, 
tion & Yotah Set- 1968 
yroes Notification 12th March. 
No.F. 18-17/63-U.L 1970 


TheDesh- 

bandhn 

College 

(Delhi) 

Fund. 


Board of Administra- All that piece or parcel of land 
tion consisting of the along with all buildings and 
following members, structures standing thereon, 
namely : — situated at Kafkaji, Delhi, 

(a) Two officers of the Govt. (Block F, Kalkaji) containing 


of India nominated by 
the Ministry of Educa- 
tion and Youth Services ; 

(b) an officer of the 
Govt . of India nomi- 
nated by the Ministry 
of Finance; 

(c) two officers of the 
Govt, of India nomi- 
nated by the Ministry 
of Rehabilitation; 

(d) five other members 
preferably non-offi- 
cials nominated by 
the Gov ernm ent of 
India; 


by admeasurement 1747 
acres or thereabouts and boun- 
ded: — 

OnNorth75' wide road from 
West to East for 545'- 
6* of the boundary line, 
39' Approach Head from 
North to Sooth cover- 
ing 180' & then turning 
along the boundary 
line towards East cover- 
ing the remainder 328'. 

On East Govt, land at present 
vacant. 

On South 80' wide road. 


0) pond pal of the 
Deahbiradtm College, 


On West 44 wide ro*d with 
a block of houses (known as 
*F* Block) and open 

land states the Road. 


Not Not 
known. known. 


Kattsji: 
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(J) two repjesartatrres 
of the teaching ataff of 
the Deshbaadbu Col- 
lege, Kalkaji ch os ep 
in accordance with 
the roles of the Uni- 
versity of Delhi j for 
the time being in 
force; and 

{g ) two members no- 
minated by the Uni- 
vasity of Delhi. 

2 Ministry of Health 12-6-1953 The Lady Board of Administra- Land and buildings of the Lady Rs.63, 50, 537-00 Notkncrwn. 

Notification No. Hardinge tion, Lady Hardinge Hardinge Medical College 

F. 4-J(2)/s 3-MI Hospital for Medical College and and Hospital, Delhi together 

as amended by the Women and Hospital. with all fixtures, furniture. 

Ministry of Health 27-11-1963 Children, equipment, etc. The area of 

Notification No. Delhi, Fund. the Lady Hardinge Medical 

F4-2/61 MJI(ME>. College and Hospital Delhi — 

49-82 acres. 

Location — Punchkum Road. 

Boundaries : 

North — Puncbkuin Road. 

South — Lady Hardinge Road. 

East— Connaught Circus. 

West — Baird Road. 

Survey No CE 2370 


LD.O.No. 94 
Terms — Leased to the institu- 
tion hy the Land and De- 
velopment Officer, Delhi on 
a nominal rental of Re. 1/- 
per annum. 

Number of building?, includ- 
ing Mosque, Church, etc., 71 
in all Approximate cost of 
buildings assessed by the 
Land and Development 
Officer, Delhi, Rs.63,50,537/-- 



'■ 3 ( u )] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 8, 1970/SRAVANA 17, 1892 3389 


3 Ministry of Health 
Notification Ho. 
F. 14 -26/61 -Iostt. 


31-8-1962 Pasteur Ins- Member* of the As- 1. Ami-Rabies Research Centre 


tituteof sodaticc of the Pas- 

India. tear Institute of 

India. 


building, KssanB. 


|f known. known. 


2. Lady Linhthgo Sanatorium 
building, Ranuli. 

3. Sbehon Lodge, KssuaM. 


MAHARASHTRA 

G.I.H.D. Education 27th May, 
No. 4 33. 1909- 


The Indian 
Institute of 
Science. 


The Collector of 
Bombay, ShriNtnryan 
DartsJtraya Sirur and 
ShriHaVal H.Tata. 


“Victoria Buildings” — All that 
piece of freehold, situated in 
the Fort on the eastern side 
of Parsi Bazar Street, at ar 
near the Elphinstctne Circle 
with the messuage, tenements, 
buildings thereon known as 
“Victoria Buildings” con- 
taining by admeasurement, 
482-3/4 sq. yards or there- 
abouts. 

“Albion Place and Alexandra 
Terrace” — All that piece of 
land, situated at Byculk on 
the eastern side of Patel 
Road with the messuage, tene- 
ments and buildings thereon, 
with their oat-houses and 
stables known as “Albion 
Place and Alexandra T err a ce *’ 
containing by admeasurement 
11,104 sq. yards or there- 
abouts. 

“Reay House” and “Smd- 
hurst Hotae” — All that 

piece or parcel of leasehold 
land situated cm the Apollo 
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6&7 Do. Do. 


a & 9 Do. Do. 


to G.I.H.D. Education 27th May, 
No. 433 1909 


Do. Do. 


Do. Do. 


The Indian The Collector of 
Institute of Bombay, ShriNarayan 
Science. Dattatraya Sirur and 
- Shri Naval FL Tata, 


ReeEamatiou, in the Island ot 
Bombay, containing by ad- 
measurement 2,004 8/9 

square yards, with the two 
hm'Ming^ thereon, known as 
“Reay House" and "Sand- 
hurst House”. 

“Rosevelt or Ezra House” — 
AH that piece or parcel of 
leasehold land, situated on 
the Apollo Reclamation, 
containing by admeasure- 
ment 533 square yards and 
3/9 of another square yard, 
with the buildings thereon, 
known as the “Rosevelt House 
or Ezra House” and secondly 
all that piece of leasehold land 
also situated on the Apollo 
Reclamation, in the Island 
of Bombay, containing by 
admeasurement 573 square 
yards and 3/5 of another 
square yard. 


“Sargent House” and “Jen- Do. 
kins House”— All that piece 
or parcel of land situated 
on the Apollo Reclamation 
in the Island of Bombay, 
containing by admeasurement 
3487 2/9 square yards vMx 
the buildings thereon known 
as “Sargent House” and 
“Jenkins House.” 

“New Shamji Buildings, now Not 
known as Station Terraces, known 
Sleafcr Read” — All that 
piece of land of Foras tenure 
admeasuring 2,290 square 
yards or thereabouts with 


Not 

known 
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3 


5 


ir Do. Do. Do. Da 


12 & 13 Do- Do. Do. Do. 


14 Do. 


Do, 


Do. 


Do. 


6 


8 


9 


the several messuages, tene- 
ments or dwelling booses, 
known as “New Sharnji Build- 
ings Extension” now known 
as the “Station Terraces” 
situated cm the South side of 
the Skater Road, Bombay. 

“Candy Hooae” — All that Do. 

piece of leasehold land, 
situated on the Apollo Re- 
clamation in the Island of 
Bombay, containing by ad- 
measurement 529 6/9 square 
yards known as “Candy 
"House”. 

■‘Land near Albion Place and Do. 
Alexandra Terrace” — All 
that piece of land containing 
by admeasurement 8,570 
square yards or thereabouts 
registered by the Collector 
of Bombay with other land 
situated at Byculla on the 
eastern side of Parel Road 
in the City of Bombay, to- 
gether with messuages, tene- 
ments and dwelling houses 
standing thereon known as 
“Land near Albion Place 
and Alexandra Terras;.” 

“Land at Parel Tank Road” Do. 
Firstly— All that piece of 
land admeasuring 67,057 
square yards or there abouts 
whereof 7,021 square yards 
is Government Tofca land 
and 2,189 sq. yards is recently 
assessed Government Lend 


Do. 


Do. 



Out of 74,686 
square yards 
1 5*575 ’So 
square yds 
acquired by 
Government 
under Land 
Acquisition- 
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and remaining is Irani land 

Act bar the 

situated at Pare! on the public 

construction 

road leading to Parel Govern- 

of the work of 

ment tank, known as “Land 

the Tata Hy- 

at Parel Tank Road" (Wage- 

dro Electric 

shri Hill). 

Power and 

Secondly — All that piece of 

Supply Co. 

vacant Tnam land admeasur- 

Ltd., in con- 

ing 6,005 square yards or 

nection with 

thereabouts situated at Patch 

its transmis- 

Thirdly — All that piece of va- 

sion lines and 

cant land of the Government 

37471-52 

Toka tenure containing by 

square yards 

admeasurement 1/358 square 

subsequently 

yards or thereabouts situated 

acquired in 

at and on the south side of 

1922 by the 

Golangi Hill Road at Parel 

Land Acqui- 

in the City of Bombay. 

sition Officer. 


Fourthly — All that piece of 
vacant Government Toka 
land co nt ai nin g by measure- 
ment 566 squared yards or 
thereabouts situated at and 
on the south side of Golangi 
Hill Road at Patel in the City 
of Bombay. 


A portion of 
the land at 
Parel Tank 
Road admeas- 
uring 2043 ■ 88 
sq. yards 
of CS No. 
1/202 part and 

623-33 sq- 

yards of CS 
No. 203 part 
has been ac- 
quired by the 
Bombay Mu- 
nicipal Cor- 
poration for 
the purpose 
of construc- 
tion of a 
Water Reser- 
voir under 
Section 12(2) 
of the Land 
Acquisition 
Act I of 1894. 


I 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 7 8 


9 


15 G.I.H.D. Education 27th May, The T rut; an The Collector of Bom- All that piece of land situated Rs. Rs. 

N0.433 1909 Institureof bay, Shri Narayan on the West side of the Colaba 18*^,108-28 j ^9,675-08 

Science. Dattatraya Sirurand Roadat Colaba within the city 
Shri Naval H. Tata-j and Registration Sub-district 
of Bombay containing by ad- 
measurement 2,020 sq. yards 
or thereabouts and bounded 
as follows : that is to eay onor 
towards the North by the 
Property of the Trustees of 
Sir Cnrrimbhoy Ebrahim 
Baronetcy Trust, on or towards 
the South by the Road of Police 
Chcrwkey, on or towards the 
East by Colaba Road and 
on or towards the West by 
Wodehouse Rood and which 
said piece of land is registered 
in the books of the Collector 
of Bombay under Rent Roll 
No. 8509 and bears Cadestal 
Surrey No. 48 of Colaba Divi- 
sion together with the bcrikl- 
ings and erections standing 
thereon assessed by the Muni- 
cipality of Bombay under 
Award Nos. 213, 214 and 
Street Nos. 158 and 125 of 
Colaba Road and Wodehoose 
Rood and Street No. 154 of 
Lower Colaba Road respec- 
tively. 


r6 G.R.EJX No. 452 7th March, Sir Jamaetji The Secretary, Sir A piece of land with dwelling Not Not 

1906 Jejeebhoy Jamaetji Jejeebhoy house and buildings situate known known 

Par s ec Be- Pa rs ec Benevolent at Hornby Road, Fort, Bom- 

nerolent Institution, Bombay. bay, admeasuring 1688 square 

restitution. yards. 
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17 GJLELD. No. 1778 10 th July, Sir JamsetH The Secretary, Sir All that piece or parcel of free- Do. Do. 
1912, Jejeebboy Jamsetji Jejeeblwy ho l d land with messuage, 

Pttaee Parses Benevolent tenement or stables standing 

Benevolent Institution, Bomhay. thereon situate at Gola Lane, 

Institution. Fort, Bombay, admeasuring 

173 and 62 square yards or 
thereabouts. 


MADRAS 


1 Madras Government 
Order No. 389 Edu- 
cation, Government 
of India, Ministry 
of Defence Notifi- 
cation No. 778 A 

as amended in 
Government of 
India Notification 
No. F. 19-84 52- 
GI by the Minis- 
try of Defence and 
Notifications Nos. 
F. 19-39,'54.' H3Edn., 
F, 19-32/57 D5 and 
F . 19-40/57 D5 by 
the Ministry of 
Education and Sci- 
entific Research. 


25th June, The Law- 
1904 rence Man- 
orial School 
( Lovedale) 
14th May, Fund. 

1949 

14th August, 

1952 


I5/I7th Feb- 
ruary, 1956 
23rd August, 
1957 

28th Nov- 
ember, 1957 


(a) Three represen- (a) Land in Madias bearing Rs. Not 

tatives of the Govt. Survey No. 232 and measur- 1,26,475 ' 00 known 

of India of whom ing 15 cawnies 18 grounds 
one shall be from the and 1678 sq. friwiththe buiki- 
Ministry of Educa- ing thereon known as “Madras 

tion and Scientific Military Female Orphan 

R esear ch and shall Asylum”. 


tion and Scientific Military Female Orphan 

Research and shall Asylum”, 

be the Chairman, 

one shall be from ( b ) Lands in Ketti and Ootaca- 
the Ministry of mund in the Nilgiris District 
Finance and shall having the survey nnpabers 
be the Treasurer and extents as noted below; 


Finance and shall 
be the Treasurer 
of the School 
and one shall be 
from the Ministry 
of Defence. 


(b) Four other mem- 
bers to be nominated 
by the Govt, of India. 


VSlage 

S.No. 

Extent 

A.C. 

Ketti 

1158 

12-57 


1224/4 

49-26 


1354/2 

606-55 


1355/3 

25-34 


1355/5 

4-20 


1356/2 

0*74 


*356/4 

1-06 


1225 

0*67 

Ootacamund 

5020 

I - 66-4' 8 


5018 

0-05-5/8 

Ketti . 

1 159/1 

0-14 


1161/1-B 

1-65 

Ootacamund 

4956 

6 -3-4/8 


The property is 
in the occu- 
pation of the 
Civil Orphan 
Asylum, in 
consi deration 
of the main- 
taining and 
educating 30 
additional girls 
in addition to 
the girls of the 
Asylum such 
as were for- 
merly admit- 
ted to the 
Madias Mili- 
tary Female 
Orphan Asy- 
lum. 
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I 


2 3 4 


5 


6 


78 9 


UTTAR PRADESH 


1 Government of U.P. and April, Girsundi 
Education DeptL 1918 and Kayastha 
Notifications Nos., 29th Nov., Pathafaala 
602/XV-301 and 1933 tea- Endowment 
8o8-G/Xv/6i9/ 19*3. pcctively. Trust, Mir- 

rsqpur. 


A committee of mana- (a) Three booses situated in 
genteflt consistiflg Mohalia Wellesloygtmj, 
of the Collector, Distt. Mirzapur ebunded 
Mirzapttr at «- as follows: 

Officio Chairman 

and executors of ( 1 ) Sooth — House of Sri Piyare 
the estate of Lai, North — House of Mus- 
late Mtmahi Binds- animat Jlmnna, West — 
shtrari Prasad, Pie- Government Road, East — 
•dec. House of Sri Sumer Sonar. 


Rs. 600-00 


Not 

known 


( 2 ) South — House of Munshi Rs. 6 oo-oo Do. 
Bindeshwari Prasad, Vakil, 

North — Mosque, West — 

House of Sbri Rameshwar 
Teli, East — Road. 


(3) South — House of Shri Rs.600 00 Do. 
Bodha, North — House of 

Munshi Bindeshwari Prasad, 

Vakil, West — House of Musa- 
mtnat Umrao, East—- Road. 


(h) A grove situated in Mauza Rs. 600-00 Do. 
Giraunrli, Tehsil Chunar, 

District Miraapur. 


(c) Pathshab in Mauza Giraun- R*. 50-00 Do. 
di, Tehatl Chunar, District 
Mirzapur situated in the 
grove mentioned in (b) 

above. 
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PART II— LIST AND ABSTRACT 


Casa Name of endow* 
No, ment 


Persons In whose 
behalf held 


Particulars of Securities 


Total of 
Secnrltim 


Interest or 
dfridand 
milled 


i Merchant Sea- 
men’s Amenitle 


men’s Amenities 
Fund 


Merchant Seaman's 3% Conversion Loan 
Amenities Fund 1946 . 

Committee, 4}% Loan 1986, 

Treasury Savmgi Do- 
posit Certificates 
4% Bombay Municipal 
Loan 1971. 


a Kbandpara State Board of Trustees* 4% Loan 197a 
Trust Fund] Khandpara State 


1,49.100-00 

4,30,000-00 


2,38,300-00 8,87,600-00 36,263*00 

30,600-00 30,600-00 1,124-00 


3 Armed Forcea Armed Forces 
Benevolent Fund Benevolent Fund 
General Committee 


4 Lady Hardinge Board of Admlnit- 
Hoapltalfor Wo- tratlon. Lady 
men and Children, Hardinge Medical 
Delhi, Fund. College & Hospital 


5 Army Offloers' Army Officer.' Be- 
Benevolent Fund nevolent Fund 
Ganerul Committee. 


3% nt Development 

Loan 1970-73 .21, 65,1 oo-oo 

4 i% Loan 1071 . 3,38,000-00 

Treasury Savings De- 
posit Certificate , 81,900-00 

1% Conversion Loan 

1946, . * • 8,00*400-00 35.8j,JCO-co 1,16454 00 

3% Conversion Loan 

1946. . . . 8,03.600-00 

4|% Loan 1986 . . 7.300-00 

3% 1st Development 
Loan 1970-73 . . 23,300-00 

Treasury Savingt/De- 
fence Deposit Certi- 
ficate! , 1,16,500-00 

National/Plan/Defenoo 
Savings Certificates . 13,81,000-00 
4% Loan 1973 . . 88,100-00 26,24,000-00 32,210-86 

3% Conversion Loan 

I94<S. . . 33.300-00 33,30000 J, J39-00 


ts-'SS’OO 


6 St. Dunstan's 
(India) Fund. 


7 Army Central 
Welfare Fund. 


8 Air Force Officers' 
Contributory 
Bducatlon Fund 


Board of Truiteee, 
St. Dunstan's 
(India) Fund. 


3% Conversion Loan 
_ 1946. . 


93,900-00 


iy4o. . . yi.ywi'i 

3% itt Development 
Loan 1970-75 . * 6,28,200’ 

41% Loan 1989 . . 15,000- 

Treasury Saving* Dc- 


Treasury Savin** De- 
posit Certificates 
National /Plan Saving* 
Certificate* 


1,00,000' 00 


60,000*00 8,96,100 00 91,266*00 


General Committee, 
Army Central Wel- 
fare Fund 

General Committee 
Air Force Officer*' 
1, Contlbutory Edu- 
cation Fund. 


1^754,25 


9] Thom** Reed Bell 
Memorial Fund 


The President. Fo- 
rest Research Imtl- 
tute and College*, 
Dehta Dun, 


Fixed Deposit with tho 50,000,00 

’ Madras Industrial In- 
vestment Corp. Ltd. 

National Defence Certi- 
ficate# , . 55,000-00 

Defence Deposit Certi- 
ficates . . 1,00,000’ 00 

4-3U% Madra* Loan 1976 40,100-00 2,45,100*00 24,033*14 

3 % Conversion Loan 

* 1946. 9,100*00 r3.iC«-oo 93*oo 


10 Central Post War The Managing Com- 
R**ett lenient mlttee* Central Post 

Fund. War Resettlement 

Fhnd. 


4% Loan 1979 , 1 

National Plan Saving* 
Certificate 

Trrasuiy Saving Deposit 
Certificate 


1, 8o,0oo. 00 


25,000 '00 2,30,000*00 8,200 '00 
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ACCOUNT OP SECURITIES 


Receipt* 

OtiMC Total 

Cash Cub 

receipt* receipts 


Cajh Bxfimdiwn 
Payments 


36,263-00 Interest remittad 35,900-36 

Fee paid to Govt. 361-64 

36,163-00 


1,114-00 Interwt remitted . 

Fee paid to Govt. . 


1,3X1*96 

11-34 


(a) 35-00 t,l6,439‘00 Interest remitted 1.15,289-46 

Fee paid to Govt. . i,i 64'54 

(a) Other payment* 35 00 

1.16,48900 


(a) Represent* Opening I balance the 
amount ha* been remitted to the 
Fund authorities . 


C 6) 10,000-00 5.J2.120-86 Interest remitted 31,898 64 

K d to Govt. . 321-21 

ter payment). 5,20,000 00 

J.51,120 -86 


(« Ropreeent* amount received 
from the Fund authorldct which 
hae bean Invested In the ri-Yoer 
National Defence Savlngt Certlfl- 
oatee for R*. 5,20,000/- 


i«J99*oo Internet remitted 
Fee paid to Govt. 


1,583, 00 

1600 


«} 34,000-00 


65.166,00 Late rut remitted 
Pet paid to Govt. 


15,754.13 Interest remitted 
Fee paid of QOvt. 


30.953-33 34,000,00 


31066-00 


I5.59S.7I 

157-54 


«) 441,118' 14 Intereu remitted 

Fee paid to Govt. 


Intcrcu mnltted 33,79776 

Fee paid to Govt. 340-38 
(») Othar payment* 14,17,300.00 


4.41,338 - U 


Intereit remitted 
Fee paid to Govt. 


8.100-00 Instereat remitted 

Fee paid to GoVt. 


8,11800 

81-00 


Cc) Repreaanta todamptlon proceed* 
of the following *c oil rule* t — 
3*%Loan 1961 Ra. 18/530 
4% Bombay Development Loan 
1907 Ri- 1,00034% National Plan 
Loan 1964 Ra. 15,000 

Total R«. 34,000/- 

C d) The securltlea Of the Fund Of the fee* 
value Of Ra. 35,38,800 have beat* 
returned to the Fund euthoriuea at the 


value Of R*. 35,38,800 have bean 
returned to the Fund authoritlea at the 
Traaurer of Charitable Endowment* tot 
India hu been divested of due property 
vidi the Min. of Defence Notutcnlon Not 
S.R.O, 316 dated tbe 37th May.r»68. 


(1) Represents repayment proceeds or 
the 4% Loan 1969 for Ra. 1.71,300/- 
and Fixed Deposit with the M. 1. I. 
Corp Ltd. for Ra. 1,45,000/- 

[Thc total investment with the 
Corp. amounted. Ra. 1,95,000/- 
out of which Ra, 1.4540 0/ 
hu been realised on maturity 


[The total investment with 
Corp. amounted. Ra. 1,95,0 
out of which Ra, i.4W 
hu been realised on matu 
and the balance of Ra. 30.01 
hu been reinvested with 
said Corp.] Tb» redeem 
peooeeed* hevo been re ml 
to the Fund authoritlet. 


8,200.00 






Ks, R«* R+. 

11 Pmiteur Institute of Members of the As- 3% Conversion Loan 

India, flodation of the 1046 , . * 66,900 00 

Pasteur Institute 4% Loan 1980 . 1,10.900*00 

of India. National PJan Saving* 

Certificates . . 15,000*00 1,02,800-00 6,44?- 00 

12 National Founda- General Committee 4f% National Defence 

tionfor Teachers* National Founda- Bonds 1972 , 29,50,000 ■ 00 l»25»$75-°o 

Welfare. tlon for Teacher*’ Fired Deposit with the 

Welfare, M.T.I. Corp. Ltd. . 3,00,000*0032,50,000-00 


13 Sarada Range- Committee of Fixed Deposit with the 

nathan Endow- Management oftho Madras Industrial la- 
ment for Library Fund vestment Corp. Ltd. . i,*o,ooo 00 1*50,000-00 8,625*00 

Science, 


,[4 lljnubai Byramu The Superintendent Defence Deposit . 10,350*00 54t350fOO lo-oo 

Kanaa Trainees’ Training Centro for Certificate 
Welfare Fund of the Adult Blind, 
the Training Cen- Dehra Dun 
tre for the Adult 

Blind, Dehra'Dun 4% Bombay ^Development 21,000-00 

Loan 1963 

4% Bombay State Deve- 
lopment Loan 1963 3,000*00 

4% Bombay State Deve- 
lopment Loan 1064 5,000*00 

4 % Bombay Develop- 
ment Loan 1967 ■ 15*000*00 


15 Armed Force* Re- General Committee 3% irt Development 

construction Fund Armed Forces Re- Loan 197075 ■ 75.73,900-00 

construction Fund 4-7/2% Loon 1975 . 53»33»ioo-oo 1,29,07,000-004,67,206-5 


16 Indian QorkbaEx- Committee of Ad- 3% ist Development 

Servicemen's ministration, Indian Lonn 1970-75 . 3,82,000*00 3,82,000-00 11,460*00 

Welfare Fund Gorkha Ex- Service- 
men’® Welfare Fund. 


17 Flag Day Fund * Managing Commit- 3% 1st Development 

tee, Flag Day Fund Loan 1970-75 . 3,29,000*00 

3% Conversion Loan 19464,20,000*00 
4-1/2% Madhya Pradesh 
State' Development 
Loan 1974 . 1,34,000*00 

4-1/4% Andhra Pradesh 
State Development 
Loan 1074 1,65,000-00 

4-1/4% Bihar State De- 
velopment Loan 1974- 1,58.000*00 

4-1/4% Uttar Pradesh 
State Dvelopment 
Loan 1974 


50.000-00 
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4-1/4% Madras Loan 

,, , , * LU.ooo 

4-i/i% Madras Loan 

1*74 • 1,08,000' OO 

4-1/2% Maharashtra State! 
□etelopnect Loan 

1974 . 1,07.000 oo 

National Plan Savinas 
Certlflcetea . [T,oo,ooo-oo 


16,06,000-00 51,090 -j* 


MAHARASHTRA 

1 Indian Institute of The Council of the 3% Loan I 970 - 7 J 2,100 • 00 1.08,800-00 1,411-10 

Science (Banga -1 Indian Initituteof jJV I.F.C, I 

lore Properties'). Science, Bangalore Bondi 

1980 



|r,8j,ooo-oo 

fn.lSoo-oo 


2 Indian Institute of Do. 

eMmtt (Bombay 
Properties). 


3% Conversion Loan 10,11,800-00 11,84,100 00 S<.J4J*I0 

194* 

3% Loan 1970-75 1,41,300-00 


t Fakir) 00 Cowaiiee 
jrf Ky adil^aho- 



Duffrln Masfaon 
Pier, Bombsy-io. 


3% Contenion Loan (r) 

g 1946 63.000-00 60,000-00 1,410-00 
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789 

10 

11 

/; I.OJ.OOO'OO 1,52,096-50 Interest remitted 
Fee paid to Govt. 

51.573-52 

520-98 

(/) Represents redemption proceed* 
of the 4% Ten-Year Treasury 
Savings 

Deposit Certificate for 

Rs. 1,00,000/- 


*2,006-50 


The grogs interest duo on the securi- 
ties omounts to Rn, 64,272' 50 out 
of which q sum of Rs. 12.176,00 
has been deducted by way of 
incoxne-luc and surcharge. Action 
for claiming the refuna is being 
taken. 


(/) 1,99,156.62 2,00,5:7.72 Interest remitted 

Fee paid to Govt. 
Other payments 


2,390-15 29,50 

30 . 95 

1,98, 127. 12(m) 


2,00,548. 22(ni) 


(A) Income Tax and Surcharge of 
Ri. 673.4c deducted from the gross 
Interest of Rs. 3,061.50 P. on 
securities of 3 per cent Loan 
1970-75 for Rs, 2.04,100/- for the 
hall ycur ended 14-4-1969 wilt 
be claimed and refunded to the 
fund authorities. 


(0 Represent® gole proceeds of 3% 
Loon 1970-75 for R6, 2,01,900/- 
sold In May, 1969# 

(m) Represent* cost of 5-3/4 per cent 
Industrial Finance Corpototion 
Bonds. 1980 for Rs. 1,85,000/- 
amounting to Rs, 1,86,499. 12P. 
purchased in Tune i960 and 
5-3/2 per cent I,F.C. Bontf* 1981 
for Rs. io.ooo /- amounting to 
Rs. 10,000/- purchased in No- 
vember 1969 and 5-/34 FCT cent 
I.F.C. Bonds 1981 forRi. 1,600/- 
amounting to Ra. 1,628/- pur- 
chased in February, 1970. 


<0 3i 7<»: 33-1.53 4.12,879,63 Interest remitted 36,170,44 

Fee paid to Govt, 424. 20(0) 

Other payments 3,76,234.93(/>) 


4,12,879-63 


(m) Income Tax and Surcharge of 
Rs. 920. 40P, deducted from tho 
gross intercut of Re. 4,182/- on 
securities of 3 per cent Loan 
1970-75 for Rs. 2,78,800/- for 
the half, yeurended 14-4-1909 will 
be claimed and refunded to the 
fund authorities. 

(o) Represents sale proceeds of tho 
following securities : 

({) 3 per cent Loan IQ70-75 for 
Rs. 1,37,500 /- sola in May 
1969 at a coat of Rs, T ,34,819. 
5op- 

(fi) 4 per cent B.M.D. for Rs. 
2,47,500/- sold in May 1969 
at a cost of Rs. 2,30,397.37 P, 
and 

(m) 4 per cent B.P.T.. Bonds for 
Rs. 12,000 /- sold in October 
1969 atucostofRa. r1.117.66pr. 

(p) Represents remittance of sal 
proceeds. 

(,/) Includes fee of Re. 49-60 P. 
recovered from the interest of 
Rs. a, 959- 54P. realised on tho 
securities sold. 


1,422-00 Interest remitted *,404 ‘ 00 

Fee paid to Govt. 18.00 


1,422.00 


(t) Income-tax and Surcharge o( 
Rs. 378/- deducted from the prosB 
interest of Rs. i,8oq/- will be 
claimed and refunded to the Fund 
authorities , 
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Chatflald Memo- i. Principal Traln- 
ri*l Pri»a Fund. in g College for Men, 

Poon* 


a. Principal Train- 3% Conversion Loan 
ing College for 1946 
Men, Dharwar, 

3. Principal Traln- 


rrinCJpul l rain- 
ing College for 
Men, Ahmed abad. 


5 Ganeah Balwant Director of Educa- 3% Conversion Loan 1946 56,000 00 56,000-00 t,6£o-co 

LJ may* Scholar- tion , Maharaaht: 

ahip Fund. State, Poona. 


6 Sir William Moore Surgeon-Gen. with 3% Coiweuion Lean 
Memorial Fund the Govt, of Maba- " 1946 
rashtra, Bombay. 


I, ICO 00 i I.IGOC0 


7 Kazi Shabbuddin Director of Educa- 3% Conversion Loan 

Endowment for tion, Maharashtra 1946 • • . 1,45.300-00 

the encouragement State, Poona. 5-3/4% Maharashtra Loan (*) 

of Education 1981 . , . 3,100-00 1,30,400-00 4»6 to -07 

among Mohame- 
danaln the Bombay 
Presidency. 


Fundfor Prizes ,in 
Englichin connec- 
tion with the S.S. 
C. Examination, 


3% Conversion 
1946 

4% B.P.T, Loan 


400 - 00 
3,000 -00 


Sir Sassoon David Board of Trustees of 4% Madras Loan 1971 
Truat Fund for the Fund C/oSecy 4% A. F. Loan 1971 

Agriculture and to Govt. ofMaha- 4% U , P. Loan 1971 

Educational pur- rn»htTa. Agriculture 4% W. B. Loan 1 971 
poses. and Co-operation 

Depth, Bombay. 


41.000- 00 
46, 100 00 

30.000- 00 
6,30,000 -oo 


10 After-care Fund In President Maharajh- 3-1/2 % Maharashtra 

connect! on with tra State Probation & Loan 1978 « 14,000-00 

the Bombay State After-care A aaociu- 3% Conversion Loan 7,000-00 2i,ooo'oo 

Probation and tion, B.I.T. Block 1946 

Aftercare Asioci- No. 33. King’s Circle, 

atlon. Matunga, Bombay-19 

11 Imperial Indian Director of Educu-fl 3% Conversion Loan 


nperial Indian Director of Educu-fl 3% Conversion Loai 
Relief (Scholar- tion, Maharashtra '1946 

ship) lm ni. State, Poona. 


12 Savitribai Krnhna- 
rao, Uplap Scho- 
larship 7 Fu n d. 


3% Conversion Loan 
1946 


12,800 -oo 


13 Bombay Province Director of Agrlcul- 30% Conversion Loan 

Agricultural Show ture, Maharashtra 1946 4 ,j 6 ,ooo'Oo 

Fund, State, Poona. 3-3/4% Maharashtra 

Loan 1979 2,000-00 4,18.000-00 12,593-00 


14 Salyid Salyld Ml- Director of Bduca- 
yan Ahmed, Ml- ton, Maharashtra 
van Kaaji Soho- St a t* , poon*. 

larthlp Fund. 


430 ■ 00 
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FU, R h , Rs. R». 

Pet paid to Govt (0 0.03 14 84 CO Poona 


{£) la. 37 1837 Interest remitted 1-73 ( j ) DharWar 

Pec paid to Govt. 0.O2 

Fee paid to Govt. 0) t-75 (ft) Ahmcdabad. . 

— . CO Interest has been retained as the 

Interest remitted 1.73 Institution at (i) has been closed 

Fse paid to Govt o 01 with effect from the ist April, 

— 1964. 

( h ) 1 75 (d) Represents opening balance , 

Total 3 ■ 53 


8,680.00 Interest remitted 1 1,663-20 

Fee paid to Govt, 16-80 

1,680-00 


33*o Interest remitted . 32-66 

Fee paidto Govt, 0-34 

33-00 


<0 5,100-00 9,710.07 Interest remitted , 4,563 96 

Fee paid to Govt. , 46-11(1/) 

Other Payments 5,100-00(1) 

9,710-07 


132-00 interest remitted . 130-68 

Fee paid to Govt. . 132 

132-00 


(/) Includes period interest o f 
Rs.2.45 onsocurities 01 4 per cent 
Maharashtra Loan 1969 for 
Re. 5,100 for 3 days via. 29tb» 
30th and 31st August, 1969. 

(r) Repayment proceeds of 4 per cent 
Maharashtra Loan 1969 repaid 
on 1-9-1960 and converted at par 
Into securities of 5-3/4 per cent 
Maharashtra Loan 1981, 

(u) Includes fee of 0.O2 P, recovered 
from the period Interest of 

Rs. 2,45 P- 


30,044-00 Interest remitted . 29,743.56 

Fee paid to Govt. . 300-44 

30,044-00 


980-00 Interest remitted 970-20 

Fee paid to Govt, 9-80 

980 ■ 00 

756-00 Interest remitted 748-44 

Fee paid to Govt. 7 1 56 


756-00 



384-00 Interest remitted 380-16 

Fee paid to Govt. 3 84 

384-00 

12,595.00 Interest remitted , 12,469-04 

Fee paid to Govt. . 125 96 

12, 595' OO 


450 00 Interest remitted . 445-30 

Fea paid to Govt, 4* 50 

450-00 


(v) Securities transferred to the 
Treasurer of Charitable En- 
dowments for Gujarat as pet 
Government of India, Ministry 
of Home Affair*. Notification No, 
F,46//468/Tmd]-i f dated 22nd 
Majr 1969 in November ,1969 
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3 1 


I 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


M Dr Ra. 12 nandra D rc>Vr of Edu- 3% Conversion Loan 

Sh a 1 Po~edi cation Maha-a>ht-a 1946 

b lo'ar hip Fund State, Poona 


Ij Cii'wWiJm Cia*rimn of the 3% Loan 1970— 7J 
TrjstFund Governing Bod v of 

the Fund Ch> Secy, 
to Govt, of Maha- 
rashtra, Agricul- 
ture & Co-opera- 
tion Deptt, Bom- 
bay 


Rs, Rs. Rs. 

11,100 00 rj 1,100 00 333,00 

(w) 

12,86,100 00 12,86,100.00 94,338 5c 


1 ' Vt S' S'oreM-yoftheFuid 3% Loan 1970 — 75 

F ^contraction Fu id C'o Maharashtra 3% Conversion Loan 

\ n a ♦han Share) State S S & A 1946 

Bonrd Poona-r 


6,600 00 (x)' 

1,200 QO 7,800 00 290 -CO 


^3 I Mcmo-iaJ Co-nnrttee o r Ala- 3% Co aversion Loan 21,32,900 00 21,32,900 00 63,977*00- 

Ini for Indian nagement of the 1946 

Mi JtuT Seamen Indian Sailors. 

i,j7 Him' Society, Ma,- 

jid Binder Siding 
Road Bombay— 9. 


3 II nn M eh* a Vic- Secretary of the 3% Conversion Loan 1946 8oc*oo 

to / Thanksgiving Fund C'o. Maha- 4-1/4% I oan, 197?. 100 00 900 00 38-86 

1 nil Rua than rashtra State S.S 

Si “e UA Board, Poona- 

I 


2' 1 \ V a like P. ize 
oni 


Director ot Educa- 
tion, Mt liras Vra 
State, Poni 


3% Conversion Loan 
' 1946 


r.6a a '00 1,600*00 


48* o& 


2 1 M Mmikbai, Do 
$Mo ’.Pi'e Fund 


3% Loan 1896-97 


1 00c 00 1,000 00 30.0c? 


2 . 3 * * * 7 3 r J t , a\ / ’dr M> 

r > T " mi 


Hon Se_ c*>r>, 

M ra ha Wr Me- 
morial Fj id, The 
Mir at ha Light 

Infantry Re- 
gimental Centre 

B°lgaum 


3°o Loan 19 "C — 75 
3% Conversion Loan 
1946 


O,2C0 00 


(aa> 


5,45,300 00 5,54,500*00 16,604-40 


S r \\ v Jo.’ll 
r rJ ,t Fund 


Principal Agr c iltural 3% Conversion Loan 1946 12,800 00 
Cohere, poona 4% Bombay Loan 1970. 500 oo 


1 3,300* 00 


404*00 
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34-7 


7 


8 


9 


13 


Rs. 


Rs. R • 

333 oo Irterest remitted . 329 66 

Fee paid to Govt . 3 34 

333 cd 


34»338 50 Interest remitted 
Fee paid to Govt 


33,952 C 6 . . (uJ 

385 8 4 

34,338 50 


Ii t( n e TcX ard Su*tl«.*gc cf 
Rs 4,244 50p dedi-ctcd frc r 1 
tl e gross interest cf I 
19,291; 50 on secur t* t- s cf 3 , 
Loan iD 70 - 75 forR .3 I IC /- 
for the half year e'Ved i.* ->-t ) 
will be claimed and **»f„ J 
to the fund author ] net 


t ;?> 4,080.63 


4,370 63 Interest remitted . 767 52 

Fee paid to Govt. . 3 11 


7"0 63 


(y^,6co cc/r) Irccrre T?x ard S/c u e 
amounurgto 20 'Oi* t - 
ducted frem the grc&s mtue t 
of Rs 9 cj- on sec 1 iit.ts f °> 
Loan i9'70-75 for R* C, 6 r j 
for *he half vearend^d T4 
v ill te cla ired ard jii 3 . td 
to the fund author b v . 

(4O Represents opemrg tala. c.. cl 
R 3 480 60P and repa* r e t 
proceeds of 4t% Bombay Loai 
1569 forRs 3,6 oo / - repaid in 
16-9-1969 The proceed L 1 c 
not been invested rerdrg r- 
structiors in thisbchc f frn 
the appropriate author.!. 


(>) Includes tne ac^-imruliiei 1 - 
tarest (opening balanced a 1 
ing <-0 Rj 483 63P. 


63,937 oo Interest remitted . 63,347 T 2 

Fee paid to Govt. 639 88 


63,987 00 


((>) 573 ’74 


612 60 Interest remitted . 112 23 

Fee paid to Govt. . o 37 

1 12 60 


5C0 co ' zj JicJii.cs acci rr r l Lted . c' t 
vJ Rs. ^3 74 (open, g la ...me 
a n d repavmert proceets < t 
4f% Bombay loan 1960 cf tK 
Lee value of Rs 500 - r^p 1 
on maturity on 16-9-60 1} ; 

proceeds have not been « ve f te 1 
pendirg lnsturcno-s m ih 
behalf from th^ appr*.m e 
authority . 


48 OD 


30 OD 


16,604 40 


Interest remitted . 47 

Fee paid to Govt. o 48 



48 

CO 

Interest remitted . 

29 

70 

Fee paid to Govt. 

0 

30 


30 

20 

Interest remit t ed 

16,438 

04 

Fee paid to Govt. . 

166 



16,624 

40 


( aa ) I. ccrre l c x art Suulc lv. t_f 
Rs 30 60 decucteJ Turn 11 „ 
gross interest c f 138 

reaped on secum es <■ f 
Loan 1970-75 fer R« ~ <v - 
for 'he halt 'ear e^oed 1 \ 4 N'o 
.v ill be cLin ed t rd fund'd 
o the f ind a then ) . 


3< 9 6 

4 1 4 


4C4 CO 


404 00 Interest remitted . 
Fee paid to Govt . 
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2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


R®. Ri. Ri. 

24 Miss Clarke Me- Chairman, Bombay 3%Convcr0ion Loan 1946 ii.ooO'OO 11,000 00 3*0 OO 

morifll Nursing Branch of the Na- 

Fund, tional Association 

for supplying Fe- 
male Medical Aid 
and Instruction to 
the women of In- 
dia, C/o Shn R-N- 
Bhavnflgri, S B. 

Billlmona & Co., 

Chartered Account- 
ants, 1 13. Mahat- 
ma Gandhi Road 
Bombay-!. 

25 Barjor]! ManeckJI Director ofEduca- 3% Conversion Loan 1946 2,000 00 2,000 00 60 00 

Sutaria Prize Fund. tion. Maharashtra 

State Poona. 


26 Campbell Memorial Committee of Manage 4-1/4% Maharashtra loan 

Fund. ment of the Bom- 1972 . . „ 4,900 00 4,900 00 

bay Branch of the 
Asiatic Society, 

Town Hall, Bom- 
bay*!. 


27 


Sir Jamsetjec Jejce- Secretary, SirJJ.P. 
bhoy Pariee Bene-B Institution 209 
volent Institution Dr. Dadabhoy Na- 
oroji Road, Fort, 
Bomb ay- 1, 


State Bank Shares 
3% Loan 1896-97 ■ 

3% Loan 1970*75 
3% Conv. Loan 1946 , 

*4% Loan 1981 
4% Bombay Loan 1970. 
4-1/4 % Maharashtra 
Loan 1972 • 

4-3/4% Loan 1989 
4-1/2 % Maharasht™ 
Loan 1974 

4-3/4% Madras Lo ftn . 
1976 

4% Bombay Mu. Debra 
4-1/2 % Loan 1971 

4 - 3/4% Maharashtra 
Lt an 1976 

4% Bombay Port Trust 
Deben arcs . 

5- 1/2% Maharashtra 

Loan 1978 • 

5-1/2 Maharashtra 
Loa 1977. 

5"3/4 % Madras Loan 
I ^79* 

5-3/4 % Madras Loan 
1980. 


1.300.00 
6,900' 00 

39,^00 00 
12,99,500-00 
500 00 
5,600 00 

19.500 00 
500 00 

3,000*00 

3.000 OO 
4,500 OO 

11.80.800-00 

7,000' 00 

, 50,000-00 

44,000-00 
500-00 
4,500 *00 

I 2,^00 '00 26,30,500 OC 


208-26 


(bO) 

08 G JO 4*5 
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i 


2 


3 4 5 <5 


Ra. Kb , Rb. 


28 Bombay Branch of 
tho National Asso- 
ciation for supply- 
ing Female Med- 
ici* 1 Aid and 
instruction to tho 
Women of India. 


Treasurer of the 
Bombay Branch of 
the National Associ- 
tion Cl o S hri R. 
N. lihavnagri, S.B. 
BUlimora and Co. 
H3, M. G. Hoad, 
Bombay-1, 


3% Conversion Loan 1946 
5 1% Mohr. LoanipSi 


2,18.100*00 

30,000 00 2,48,100*00 


8,019 87 
('ff 


29 Rustomii Jarmutjee Secretary, Sir J. L 3% Conversion Loan 1946 72,00000 72,000*00 2,160*00 

Jnejoebhoy Gujarati Parsee Benevolent 
School Fund In»Htutlon 209. Dr. 

D. N. Road, Fort. 

Bombay. 

MADRAS 

I The Lawrence (a) Three represents- 4jt% Loan *986 16,400*00 

Memorial School tives of the Govt. 3% Conversion Loan 1946 7,90,900* 00 

(LovedaieJ Fund- oflndiuof whom 5-1/2% Lean 1990 16,000-00 

one shall be from FixedDeposit with the 
the Ministry of M I.I. Corp. Ltd. . 4,17,600*00 

Education and Scl- FixedDeposit . . 1,00,000*00 13,40,900.00 69,285.14 

entific Research, 

and shall be the 

Chairman, one shall 

be from the Ministry 

of Finance and shall 

be the Treasure of 

the School and one 

shall be from the 

Ministry of Defence. 

(ZO Four other mem- 
bers to be nomina- 
ted by the Govt of 
India. 


2 TheVictona T ib- AComnittee zi nist- 3% Conversion L:>an 1946 33,12000 33.40000 

I lee Scholarship Ing of (i) Dt , 

Endowment Fund J Judge, South Ka- 
at Mangalore. nara (2} President 

District Board, S. 

Kanara C3) The 
Chairman, Munici- 
pal Council, Man- 
galore und (4) Dis- 
trict Educational 
Officer. South Kn- 
nara with the Dis- 
trict judge. South 
Kanara as President 


3 


Jonnagadla Ran- ^ The Director of 
giah Chetty Col- Collegiate Education, 

legiate S cnolar- Ala dra s. 

ship Endowment 
Fund at Madras. 


4 4% Madras 
Loan 1974. 

3% Conver- 
sion Loan 1946 
4l% M«dra? 
Loan 1980. 


3,000*00 

32.400.00 

200.00 35,6oo 00 


1,062-00 


1,052*25 


Grigg Memorial Tho Director of 3% Conversion Loin 
Endowment Fund School Education 1946. 

at Madras. Madras & Collector, Treasury savings 

Madras. Deposit Certificates 

5 T.M, Bourne Ale- The Chief Engineer 3% Conversion Loan 
’mortal Endow- of tho Southern 1946. 

ment Fund of Railway, Madras. Treasury savings 

Madras . Deposit Certificate* 


11,500-00 

1 , 100.00 

300*00 

1300.00 


L 12,600 *00 


1,600 *00 


389-00 


61-00 
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(tt) 30>0OQ'0O 38,019 ‘87 


Interest remitted . 
Fee paid to Govt, 
other payment a 


3,160*00 Interest remitted 

Fee paid to Govt. 


7 . 939-66 

80-21 
30,000 ■ 00 

38,0x9-87 


3,138-40 

31' 60 


(ffi Includes period Interest amount- 
ing toRs.i4*37Pon 4% Mflharflstra 
Loan 1969 for Rs . 30,000 for 3 days, 
viz- 29th, 30th, & 31st August 
1969. 

( gg) Represents repayment proceed* 
of 4% Maharashtra Loan i960 for 
Ra. 30,000 /- repaid on maturity on 
1-9-1969. The stud Becuritles were 
converted at parlnto those of 5f% 
Maharashtra Loan 1981* 


{hi,) 7,44,341 '68 8,13, 526*83 Interest remitted 
Fee paid to Govt. 
Other payments 


2,29,017 39 69,596-12 ( hh ) Rs. 96, 633-81 out of thla repre- 

2.313*31 seats opening balance and the bala- 

5,12,600-00(11) nec of Rs, 6,47,6 i 8'87 represents 

the redemption proceeds of the fo- 

— — llowlng securities,— 

7,43,930-7° 

1. 4% Non-transfer- Rs . 

able Treasury 

Note 1863-64 - 20,218*87 

2, 4% Non-tranafer- 
aole Treasury Note 

1872- 73 . 41,400 00 

3, 4% Non- transfer- 
able Treasury Note 

1873- 74 ■ 10,000-00 

4, 4% Madras Loan 

1969 . 3,46,000-00 

5, Fixed Deposit . 1,35,000-00 

6, Fixed Deposit . 95,000-00 


2.533*28 Interest remitted 
Fee paid to Govt. 


Total . 6, 47,618-87 

(ft) Represents Rs. 4,17,600/- in- 
vested In Fixed Deposit with the 
M.I.I. Corp. and Rs. 95 { 00o/- re- 
mitted to the Fund authorities. 

1,973-28 (jj) Rs. 936.68 out of this represents 
opening balance and the balance of 
Rs. 534 ’ 60 represents refund of 
unutilised amount. 


ikfe)3,3i6.7i 


Cu;2 v 6j/.88 


4,868*96 Interest remitted 

Free paid to Govt. 
(11) Other payments 


3, 146*88 Interest remitted 
Fee paid to Govt. 


469-26 4, 191*62 (kk) Represents. 

4-74 (0 Opening Balance Rs. 3.382-08 

203 34 (n) RefUnd of Unutilised 

1 — amount Rs- 234*63 

677 34 (ill) Redemption pro- 

coeds of Treasury Rs, 200-00 

saving Certificates — 

Total Rs. 3.816-71 

(U) Represents cost price of4'i/2per 
cent Madras Loan 1980 for R9.200 

696 90 

7*04 2,342*94 (u) Represents opening balance. 


<v) 485-57 


546*57 (5) Represent* opening balance. 
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WEST BENGAL ; 


i The Indian People Board of Manage- 3% Conversion Loan 
Famine Trust. ment, New Delhi. 1946 


32,78,400 00 32,78.400 ■ 00 98,352-00 


a The Jcwiih Chari- Mussa Board, 3% Conversion Loan 

table Endowment Calcutta. 1946- . [38.000-00 

Fund. 3% Loan 1970-73 .60-800,00 [98,800-00 2*964 -ocw 


3 The Fund for the Civil Surgeon and 3% Conversion Loan 10,000*00 [10,000-00 
Medical Relief Secy . General H09- 1946. 

for Officer^ and pital Trust Fund 

Seamen ot the Committee, Chittu- 

Mercantlle Marine, gong, 

MADHYA PRADESH 

t Nawab SultanTa- Board of Governor* 3% Conversion Loan, 1946 9,24,400-00 

hsui Begum Edu- consisting of the 4% M.P. Lon 4971 < 4,33,900-00 13. 38,300*00 45,088*00' 

cation Endow- following 

ment Bhopal. (l) Hi$ Highness 
Sikander Saulat 
Iftikhar-ul-Mulk 
Nawab Mohammad 
Hamidullah Khan. 

(2) Shri Mahablr 
Prasad Verma 

formerly Judge of 
the Bhopal High 
Court. 

(3) Shri Mohammed 
Ahm«d Ansari for- 
merly Tudgo of the 
Bhopal High Court. 

(4) Colonel Yamee- 
mul-Mulk Nawab- 
zada Raahiduiz- 
Zufar Khan Baha- 
dur, and 

(5) Mutamidul-Inihs 
All Quadir Shri 
SyedMtuhuq^ Ali , 

Secretary, Sarf-e- 
Kha* of Hia High- 
nen the Nawab of 

Bhopal. 

j C. P. &. Berar Secretary to the Go- 3% Loan 1896-97 . 19,000*00 

King Edward vemlng Body of the 4% M.P. Loon 1971 1,90,200-00 

Memorial Society King Edward Me- 3% Conversion Loan 3,42*800' 00 4,52,000-00 r5,46a- 00- 

Fund. mortal Society, 1946. 

Nagpur. 

3 C. P. Agriculture Secretary to the 4%M.P. Loan, 1971 ► 6,100 00 

and industries Governing Body 3% Conversion Loan 

Improvement of the Society of 1946 1,24,000-00 1,30,100*00 3,964*00 

Fund Agriculture and 

Industries, Nagpur. 

4 Anson Gardiner Bishop'ofNagpur 4% M.P. Loan 1971 . 3,900-00 

Memorial Scho- " 3 % Conversion Loan 400 00 4,300* 00 168*00 

larshlp Fund. 1946 


5 Sowbhaiyawatl Inspectress of Schools, 4%M.P. Loan 1971 . 300-00 300*00 12*00 

Knuhnabaf Bfll Nagpur Circle, 

Krishna Sulc Prize 
Fund. Nagpur. 

6 ft. B. Bhanduji Secretary, Vidarbha 4% M. P. Loan 1971 i.ooo-oo 1,000-00 40-00 

Janardhan Chau- Board of Secon- 
bal Prize Fund. dory Education , 

Nagpur. 


7 Ram Chandra Secretary, Board 3 % Conversion Loan 

Thakur Prize of Secondary 1946 300-00 500 -00 15 -00 

Fund. Education M.P. , 

Bhopal. 
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7 

8 

9 

10 


ji 

Rb. 

R*. 


R*. 

Ri. 



98,331 00 

Interest remitetd 

Fee paid to Govt. 

97,368 48 
983 52 

98.332 00 



* * 

1,964 00 

Interest remitted 

Fee paid to Govt, 

2.934 36 
29 64 

2,964 00 



(v) 3I9 23 

1.389 ij 


* 

1.389' 25 (y) Represents opening balance- 

•• 

43 J dS8'00 

Interest remitted 
i T co pnidto Govt 

44.637 12 
450 88 

43,088 00 




13,462 Oo Interest remlrted 
Fee paid to Govt, 


3,064 00 Interest remitted 
Fee paid to Govt 


163 00 Interest remitted 
Fee paid to Govt* 


''min) 1 51,3 8 163 38 


( n) 139*80 179 80 


15*307 

154*64 


13.462 

00 

3.924 

36 

39 

64 

3.964 

Oo 

166 

32 

1 

68 

168 00 


*63 38 (mm) Represent# 


X79 80 (nn) Represents ope nin g 


14 84 
0 r6 


15 00 


Interest remitted. 
Fee paid to Govt. 


15 00 
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a 3 4 5 6 



Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

8 Browning Scholar- Collector, Nagpur, 4% M. P, Loan 1971 
ship and Brown- Director of Public 3% Conversion Loan 

mg Teacher Sch- Instructions M.P. 1946 

olarship Fund. Bhopal and Ins- 

pector of Schools, 

Nagpur. 

2,300-00 

1 i f 600 '00 

13,900 00 

440-00 

g Hardmge Medal Director of Public 3% Conversion Loan 
Fund. Instructions, M.P. 1946, 

Bhopal. 

2,100*00 

2, IOO * CO 

63-00 

Jo Meyhew and District Educational 4% M.P. Loan 1971 

Spence Silver Officer, Bilaspur. 

Medals Fund. 

(Sjo*oo 

600*00 

24'00 

11 Pandit Premahankur Chief Executive Offl- 30% Conversion Loan 
Gangushankar cer, Janapud Sabha, 1946 

Thakur Scholar- Damoh » 

ship Fund, 

7,ioO 

7,100*00 

213*00 

12 Rewa Shankar Pan- Divisional Supcrin- 3% Conversion Loan 
dya IlighSchool tendent of Edu- " 1946 

Scholarship Fund, cation, Jabalpur. 

5,000-00 

5,000'QO 

150 00 

[13 Laxmibai Scholar- District Educational 3% Conversion Loan 
ship Fund. Officer, Jabalpur. " 1946. 

2,600-00 

2,600 00 

78.00 

114 Woodbum Scho- Fnncipal Rajkumar x% M.P, Loan 1971 

larihip Fund. College, Raipur. 3% Conversion Loan 

1946. 

2,500 00 
8,300 00 

10,800*00 

349 ' 00 

\I5 M.P.StateTuber- Honorary Secretary, 3% Conversion Loan 
culoais Asaocia- M-P. State, T.B. ’ 1946 

tion Fund. Association, Nag- 

pur 

64,100-00 

64, 103 '00 

1,923 00 

1BIHAR 




i Tha Woodhousa The Collactor Dlence Deposit Certl- 

Memnnal Trust Bhagalpur ficate. 

Fund. 

1,100-00 

I,100*00 

49 '50 

jx The Raja Rflghu- The Honorary Trea- 3% Conversion Loan 
nandan Prasad surer, Bihar SPCA 1946 

Trust Fund Sadaquat Ashram, 

Patna 

1,600-00 

1,600*00 

48-00 

j The Sir Fakhrud- The Director of Pub- 3% Conversion Loan 
din Memorial lie Instructions, ' 1946 

Gold Medal Fund. Bihar. 

7,100-00 

1,100-00 

33-co 

'UTTAR PRADESH 




Miiarh'. 




I Tassadduq Rasul Treasurer, Muslim 3%Conversion Loan 
Arabic Scholar- University, Aligarh. 1946. 

ship Edowment 

Trust. 

20,200-00 

20,200 ■ 00 

So6-oo 

l Sir Syed Ahmed Registrar. Muslim 3% Conversion Loan 
Memorial Trust. University, Aligarh. 1946 

1,16, 000-00 

1,16, ooo*ao 

s >4 3 o-oo 

3 SlrWilUamMarrls Vice-Chancel lor, T Mus- 3% Conversion Loan 
Scholarship En- lim University, All- a 946 - 

dowment Truit, garh. 

6,400 00 

6,400*00 

192*00 






^Allahabad 

4 Rewa Scholarship Principal, Govern- 3% Conversion Loan 
Endowment Trust, ment Inter .Collage. 1946 
Allahabad, 


Rs . Rfi . R * . 

4, IOO -00 4,100-00 123*00 


5 P anna Scholarship Director of Ed a- 3% Conver*lon Loan 

Endowment Trust. cation , U.P., Alla- ” 1946 . . 5,200*00 5.300 00 156-00 

habad. 


6 Vizianagram Scho- Principal, Govern- 3% Conversion Loan 

larihlp Endow- ment Inter Col- 1946* 14,800- 00 14,800-00 444-00 

ment Trust, lege, Allahabad. 


7 Vlzlanagnim Scho- Registrar, Allahabad 3 % Conversion Loan 

larihlp Endow- University, AJlaha- 1946 26,000*00 26,000*00 780*00 

ment Trust, bad. 


Varanasi 

8 Sadhoiai Scholar- Up-Kulpati, Varanfl- 3% Conversion Loan 

ship Endowment seya Sanskrit J946 . * . 45,000*00 45,oco-00 1,350-00 

Trust. Vxshwavidyalaya , 

Varanasi. 


9 Katbiawad Sans- Do. 3% Convers on Loan 

krit Scholarship 1946 , * . 9.100*00 9,100-00 273 # 0<J 

Endowment Trust . 


fO Rewa Scholarship Principal, Govern- 3% Conversion Loan 

EndowmentTrust. ment Higher Sc- 1946 . . , 5.800*00 5,800*00 I74'Q0 

cordary School, 

Varanasi. 


H Nacrl Pracharlnl Seoretary, Negri- 3% Conversion Loan 

Sabba Endow- Pracharinl Sabhe, 1946 . . . 1,63,100-00 1.63,100-00 6,913-00 

ment Truat. Varanasi. 


ti Maharal Kumar Vice-Chancellor, 3% Conversion Loan 

Sri Sudhanahu Banaras Hindu 1946. . . . j, 500*00 T, 500*00 4 J 00 

Shekhar Singh University, Varanasi. 

Deo, heir appa- 
rent of SonePur 
Estate, Orissa, 

Medal Endow- 
ment Trust. 

13 Rani Bhuwan Ra) Registrar, Banaras 3% Conversion Loan 

Lakshml Devi Hindu University, 1946 . . . 7, 300 -00 7,300-00 2 T9 ■ 00 

of Basti Endow- Varanasi, 
ment Trust. 


‘Pauri Garhtoal 

14 Garhwal Kihattnva Secretary, Garhwal 3% Conversion Loan 

Education Trust Kshattriya Educa- 1946. - * 51,800-00 51 , 800*00 1.354“ 00 

Fund. tlon Trust Fund, 

Pauri, Garhwal. 


-isucknov) 


Nagar Education 
Endowment 
Truat. 


Secretary, Nagar 3% Conversion Loan 
Education Endow- 1946. 
ment Trust, Up- 3% 1st Development 
per- India, Lucknow. Loan 1970-75 

Tbeaiury Savings Detpo- 
ilt C^rtlflcatea 


National Plan Savings 

Cfcitlflcgttt 


16,600 co 
1,800-00 
14.500 -oo 
3,800 • 00 


35,700,00 
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7 

8 

9 

10 

II 

Rs. 

Rs, 


Ra. Rs. 


•- 

123*00 

Interest remitted . 
Fee paid to^Govt. . 

121-76 

1-24 

123-00 


*• 

ijS'00 

Interest remitted 

Fee jmid to Govt. . 

154-4^. 

156-00 


" 

444.00 

Interest remitted 

Foe paid to Govt. 

439 - 56 

4-44 

444 00 


-■ 

78o'Oo 

Interest remitted , 
Fee paid to Govt . . 

772-20 

7 -gO 

780-OO 



*»330 -Oo Interest remitted . 1,336 50 

Fea paid to Govt. , 13-50 

1,350*00 

173*00 Interest remitted . 170 ‘26 

Fee paid to Govt. . 2-74 

273 ' 00 

I74‘00 Interest remitted . 172*26 

Fee paid to Govt. . 1-74 


174-00 


6,913*00 Interest remitted . 6,836 62 

Fee paid to Govt. . 76-38 


6,913-00 


45-00 Interest remitted 

Fee paid to Govt, . 


44-54 

0-40 


rv 9 ■ 725 00 deaucicu wi >» U xwv 
the R.B.I. Kanpur out of the 
interest on security of Rs. 

18,300/- of 3% C, L, 1946 for 
35th to 46th naif years but Govt, 
fee has been realized on the 

f ross amount of Intt, Action 
or claiming the refund ii being 
taken. 


45‘00 


219 00 Interest remitted . 

Fee paid to Govt. . 


at6- 80 
2-20 


219-00 


1,554 * 00 Interest remitted 
Fee paid to Govt* 


1,538-46 

15-54 


i,554-Oo 


i,I20 67 
11-33 


1,132-00 Interest remitted 

Fee paid to Govt. . 


1,13200 
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Rfl. Ri. Rs. 

16 Captain Kr.Indra- Principal. Medical 3% Conversion Loan 

jit Singh M.C.I. College, Lucknow, 1946. ♦ . , 1,06,600*00 |i,o6,6oo'0© 3,198*00 

M. S. Memorial 
Research Scho- 
larship Endow- 
ment Trust. 


A lirmapur 

t't Giraundl Kayastha Collector, Mirzapur 3% Conversion Loan 

Pathshala Endow- 1946. . . . 1,600-00 

ment Trust. Treasury Savings Depo*- 

sit Certificate. . 7,550*00 9,150*00 350 * 00 ' 


PUNJAB 

pending apportionment of Securities relating to Central Charitable Endowments between India and Pakistan 
the list of Securities could not be prepared. 
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7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


Rs. 


R«. Ri. 


3,198-00 Intereit remitted . 3,166- oa| 

Fee paid to Govt. . 31 -98 


3,198-00 


350-00 Icterett remitted • 336-50 

Fee paid to Govt. . 3 -50 


350-00 


[No. F. i/i/70-TCE.[ 

P. D. KASBEKAR, 
Treasurer of Charitable 
Endowments for India. 
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{=*) &RHJ 

H? ^Ifll ^ HHT 


HHTHH 

% stwimf 
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sr sir srrar ^ i 

fcpf 3FHHH 

if : H~Uf.rO 

fc^fr fqwTqqi- 

^HtH sft W 

cRtm 

HHH STHt 1 t 

fTERt % 

if : so 


ja^rfftH?^ I 


qfRH Jr : 44 

(b) fassfr 

ja ^tfr Em? 

fTRf^TFR 

fsR TT HTFTt 

am TnRra at 

3>T ^ ^ 

err 1 

(PSTH wflf 


^idl |) 


H\T Hf^7 ^TTT 


EFE? 5FJflH 1 


2 . P4TRT IlfWf 

4-3(2)/ 
53-t*H-I ( faHH 


12-6-19 53 

27-11-1963 


rr^TTEff h ■ ■ fei Jife- nfr ^rlinr itfr- 

<RT TR ?FH =w?i'4 

% %¥t STPTrrR W ilfMrfR, 

hht- nwi6f6+ cri ^ ^ sftr 


63,50,537. 00 


HT H Hffl 
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TfatfOT 8509 

<rc ?rt | sfh: 
W^r ^FftTsTT 
smpr # q^t- 


»■«£*** 



sn=?r 

*n§gT 48 | i 

•rr'Vft SHTC^ 
«fk ?pt ai% 
wfjwt i 
frsjm ^csrf 
w qrfrmsrrcr 
snrnr *pstt 2 1 3 
?rk 214 srk 
wr: ®pWmT 
Tte <firc ^rfe- 
Cra*r Tte * 
jm't^nsTT 158 
*frc 125 ?WT 

sftaT ^rr^r 
fk *r?ft 

tfwr 154 % 
sicm ferr m\ 

% 1 



16. ^toSTTTof o 7^', 1906 TT 6T >*'*( ?- if sT4<r£ +fTcj^ FT^FiTiff 

ft^sett 452 rte, 'rh£ fera 

qrofr%r- qntfrf^nrrd 1688 

^T 0 ^R^lR 1*1, ^ I ^ ^ * 

tfir to it 
^tt fv^mfr tt^pt 
?t1t i*i I <.rT I 


17. ^VoWTof^o, 103pT^, 1912 ^ <H<-mP’ff, ^ <T^T cT^ 

*fWT 1778 *f {r*T?T 

^ u i TFtff 

*jf*T ^T ETO 

e^rr rffr grr 

■a * 

qr^^sfif^rr 

*r^, *iV 

?prwt, Psmw 

^aw ^nur 

173 62 

^TT?t I 


*nro 

i. trsriTTiwvr^r 25^,1904 *Nt- (*?) »iKa , 6T- (t) 1 , 26 , 475.99 

^0 389 — Osari, f*w 91R % ?ft*r srfcT- *jJV fVtf+t ?r^-J ^0 

\)T<^ T 6T^TT, (<-M4'H) tHfa (VH*f % 5T°T tlWf 232 ^ 

Tarr^vn^i^ ftfs r^y^i sra - - 


W *P*iTVi TT 
*rtf% sorm- 

9TT ft | 
^ ^35TT ^T 
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 


srftrg^r gw 


id 

^ 15 5fTpft, 

vw tc ferr wr 

778-3T, TflKcT 


% ft’TF 

18 il l'i-s 4f| < 

<rr yfr *r* 

TOR.WtM- 

14TTi 1949 


1678Wf£ t 

wff*TT5PT r 



fwr, iT^f^tT 

sfksy 

^ R.iiT % 4mTdr, 

19/84/ 


*T5rra^ §■ 

FftTcT 

ysrs smfd^ 

52#<»?nto *fk 



d'l+f yjtiy yTd<t> 

dlfd+T ^nNi<nii 




«rrftnrT tHT*ng , sr 

if ycff “ft - 

SWgyH 


sfatr=pg3R!T 

(yror Orf^ft 

4pft 30 

^wfy^wgw 

14 1PTRT, 1952 

% 

?TTT'B*t 

dT^H-TRI % 

T^o 18-39/ 54- 


fW I 

vraT^JT) | 

’HKMVf'M «rk 

^o-ffTOT, 19- 

15/l7- t 5^, 


(s - ) ^ftwPrfc 

fsrerr g5f«rrcm 

32/57- 1 7-4t* 

1956, 23WTOT 



sntpfr 1 

5 

1957 


% fwr 


^5*19-10/57- 

28^*1^,1957 


*TpT *)“« fa'd^ 

S' 


tto 5-sm 



yf^g ywriT 


qq|?P«YHd 



sift 





5TfTC| :— 




vm : 

m° #* sfcrssr 



tro 

1158 12.57 

1224-4 49-26 



1{S O. JL.lnA. AUtn, 1 0, 1 ,./ t A AnA 1 !, 1 . [, AST U- 



1354- 2 606.55 

1355- 3 25.34 


1355. 5 

4.20 

1356. 2 

0. 74 

1356-4 

1.06 

1225 

0. 67 

5d+4«5020 

1. 66-4/8 

5018 

0. 05—5/ 8| 

%^tl 1 59—1 

0. 14 

1161-l^t 

1.65 

5d*-4rV 4956 

6. 3-4/8 




1. ^fTTS^T tf"<+R, 2im 

ftm famr, srfa- 191 8 irk 29 
^HTTWT 602 / 1923 

XV — 301 irk 
808 ^fr/XV/ 619 / 

1923 


fti^sl n«t r 9 irkrfir , 
TTs^rraT 'rkr 

rrt, HW5ST ftrsn^: 
foT4n7 \ % ^H+dT ^ 

MU F^tH Ro 

wt fkkkV 

o 

HER ^Ft 

TTPtfrT % f%RT- 
?=F TRFT I 


(^J) fa*TT fTRSTT- 

5* % 

^mnr 3 
fkra’cfk^R^r 
f^T^t sj-'H'-Fl 

^T5I^r| : — 

(l) ^f?FP*T— ^fl* 

W 600.00 

wr; 

^rK: HWJ^ra 
STITT ^T TT^R; 
qftrpr : 


*ti<t 4 'Tff 
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2 3 


6 



’fa; 

^ *- ^ ^rfx 

TT JT£FT I 
(2) ijtft 

fa^wfr jrtt? eoo.oo^o gfa: 

^n" *h>m ) 

: wfcsrc, 
qfHw : «fr 

wii, 

^ I 

(3} stsa^sfr 

TT ^l+H, 600. 00 *0 

^tR: *£lft f%%- 
mr' tot? 

qfr^T*: 

-4*1 <.w 5 >t -h^h ; 
tf: t i 

(*) foWR 
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6od.6M« t 

?PT I 

(>r) Ph u*i^< 5o»oof<> ct^t 

'd’1 I < 

mpfta ^ tfvar 
ftfW OT- 

(*) * 
ddf<l ^ 3TH f 
fanr <n3srrcn 

4an« 

site* *t ?n^5 Twiftnff *rr qm rfh: mfttfaw % fN i&rm tmt qff g*n & ^snft fon: 
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wft 1 1— arctsi 


?f®lT 

ETJfT^ TT 5 TFT 


q <>4 Pw fad sftr 

% SJlfVfl | 

if(d^(di|7 ^rr sqtu 

TTf^PTf ^ 


d't'S 

^rfw^TT ®TT3r qr *rnrrvr 

0) 

(2) 


(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(e) 


TTTTcT 





*0 

^0 

HSo 

If 

sufqfjqT JnfsRT 

3*- 

'tiP ) iP«i't> dl(d+" q*sl 

3 uPd^td ^'lid <V 

1,49,100. 00 




gfcfr 


[fafe & ^rfirRr 

1946 








4| Hftrw ^*1 1986 

4,50,000. 00 







TNRfl'r w «rar . 

50,000.00 







4 STfa?M Wllfa+f 








^*T 1971 

2,38,500. 00 

8,87,600. 00 

36,263. 00 

2, 

n^q *mr 

frfir 

, sr«¥TT<r 

4 srfd^cf ^ 1972 

30,600. 00 

30,600. 00 

1,224. 00 




idfe 5FT wjjfl) 





3. 

TRFW ^TT fsid+T'O 


3 yJa>Hfl 1 ^7 







pH m 1 nijiTpH Pi 

1970 — 75 

21,65,200. 00 







4| STfimw 1971 

5,38,000. 00 







^*TT W 

81,900. 00 







3 srfdvtd ^ 




1 , ' 




1946 

8,00,400. 00 

35,85,500. 00 

1,16,454. 00 
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JTTfw 

spi 



STTpcFft 

JTTfenff 

-3 

SRFTfW 


(?) 

(8) 

w 




^0 



^0 



— 

36,263, 00 

fen »m 

35,900. 

36 




<ft »nf 







362. 

64 





36,263. 

00 


— 

1,224. 00 

fen wr atii'n 

1,211. 

76 




ET4TR 4?r ^V*rf 






'Stn 

12. 

24 





1,224. 

00 

(*) 

35. 00 

1,1 6,489 . 00 

fe^fi nrn °zfT3f 

1,15,289 

. 46 



ft nf 






>Etn 

1,164. 

54 




(t) snq 1 n*raH 

35. 

00 


1,16,489. 00 


•T^i? ST? 


( 10 ) 




(H) 


i'KH *T*T Tfe fl'kiTi f[ 

ftfe sifij+tferf 
% TRT '*1'^ fell *1<|I 

i > 
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( 1 ) 


(2) 


( 3 ) 


4. *%mff cT«n 3r®«ff % ^rfbi 

^ flfW *PPTcrm *61%^ ff fTd T <3 
(feft) fafe tt s w re fay *hr' 


5. iRT srfwrft %HT^- ^TTlTf^Rfr f^oiS 
faftr ftfa Tt hthtr" 

fffjrftr 

e. ^ ^(TrrR)fafg- (*ttt?t) 

fafsr «ft 



3 Xfam ^TRTRt 

1946 8,05,800.00 

4^ Sfdifld ^ 7 T 1986 7,300.00 

3 Jlfim T^TT fafTO 25,300.00 

1970 — 75 

Tr^R f^rarTSTT <?*tt 'tst 1 , 16 , 500.00 

T!^/WWloH!/^TT ^1 
TsT 15,81,900.00 

4isrf?RRr^ 1973 88,100.00 26,24,000.00 32,220.88 


3 RfdXrf ^9TRT' J T ^*T 
1946 


53,300.00 53,300.00 1,599.00 


3 sfrw srrtrt 

1946 92,900.00 

35 f%?R 'TfST f^T¥ 

1970 — 75 6,28,200.00 

4| JlfaW ^ 1989 15,000.00 

'I'H+'I'l SUTTER 1 , 00 , 000.00 

TP^R/VI«foRT /?4d4=l | 60,000.00 8,96,100.00 {31,266. 00 
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7 


8 


9 


(*j) 5,20,000.00 5,52,220.86 fejT WT SJTW 

WVfTZ *T> ft *rf 

(*j) «j>TcTpr 


1,599.00 ferr szrra' 

Tranr f( nf 


(»r) 34,000.00 


65,266.00 fan wr str 

nw* $ *rf 
'star 


31,898. 

64 

322. 

22 

5,20,000. 

00 

5,52,220. 

86 

1,583. 

00 

16. 

00 

1,599. 

00 

30,953 

. 32 

312. 

68 


31,266. 00 


(«■) rrt fan 
snfafafa % stfct 
TO T*FH ?ftcR> | 
5,20,000.00 
i2^ffir Trfan 
<«TT «nTcT fat * 5PTT 
fall WT 5 


34,000 00 ^ fafanfan *%^fart % faPT 

% ^ I'd '<4iH Tt <sftd+ § : 

2f 1962 18,000 

4 vfkm nfa[ faprn ^ 

1967 1,000 

3 \ srfam Tfafa sfafaiT 

15,000 


2 

1964 


aft?: 


34,000 
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2 


3 


4 


5 


6 
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5 


6 


*T3T5T sfltfrfrf? f?m 

%o % qw ntarct snrr 50,000.00 

73 ^ WT TW 55,000. 00 

T5TT ^TT 1,00,000.00 

4f JT^STcT TSTE - ^ 1976 40,100.00 2,45,100.00 


24,038. 14 


il 
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(5?) 4,17,300. 00 4,41,338.14 fenW^TR . 23,797.76 

tprtr *ft *rf 

«5tET 240.38 

(*) q?JT tjJicTR 4,17,300.00 

4,41,338. 14 


{&) 4 srftrenr 

*TF3T 4TR 1969 
4ft RTTH 4ft 
2,72,300 ^ 4St 

1+4 TT2TfT *ft«fl- 

ftfr Pf^vtPnrn faft^s 

% <7TE TRt Ef ftifl'ft 

rtt 4ft 1,45,000 
^t^JT 4ft^tcT4T 
f i (faro w ?nn^ 
§f4>RT47JT 1,95,000 
^ *ft fafT t ft 
1,45,000 Wt Wt 
T4>*r ftiiK ^rt ffr 
RTR % 4TC 4*(,6T 4R 

6ft nf 5 i 50000 

4?Ft 4>t RT4>t 

'i'td Ppht ff Pet 7t 
6FTT ^ >Tf f ) 1 
STfEPT % RIRT T45R 

ftftr % snfoprftjff 

4ft 4N8 4R Rt f I 


Sec. 3(h)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 8 , 1970/SRAVANA 17, 1892 344 ? 


(l) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 


TJo Tfo 

9. «mra tte 45T fmrqi *i*rer, ^ 3 qforo 

fafe Wl-f *ftT +|P3T*, 1946 3,100.00 3,100.00 93.00 


10. %^^RRr5PTffe q^lM 7RT qfRfa 4 5rf?T5Rf 1979 1,80,000.00 




11. 'HKflh Hlf-'l < ^TF’TFT 


12. 'llvflif ftrawr 

m 


fkfg 3fft !T^r efirfe it I 4 1 ^cT 

■<Rq?ta 5 rw 5prr qg- 


25,000. 00 
25,000. 00 

66,900. 00 


qr^rr 3 srfaw 

% tl^fM 1946 

4 irfaw^r 1980 1,10,900.00 

TTsfrq- *u4VjHT 5fW qw 15,000. 00 

TT^q-ftra^ ^TT-T 4| SffdTfftf TF^T Xm 5TT*S 29,50,000.00 
fnf? Wt ?TTqHl 1972 

♦isitt *W«ii> #nm 

flfo q> qwfwft 3RT 3,00,000.00 


2,30,000. 00 8,200. 00 


1,92,800. 00 6,443. 00 

32,50,000.00 1,25,375. 00 




9 


93.oo fen srr? 

HR 3 TT * fr 


[ 8 , 200.00 fcrr ^ftt srra 
TOR *1 
9 far 

6,443.00 feHOT*W 

TH - fiT * *Tf *$ 


(^) 51,00,450.72 52,25,825.72 fenwaiR 

HT 6 T * 99 sY *Tf 

(®) ^ 


(10) (n) 

* o 

92 . 06 

0.94 

93 . 00 

8 , 118 . 00 

82.00 

8 , 200 . 00 

6 , 378. 56 
64 . 44 

6 , 443. 00 
1 , 24 , 121. 24 

1 , 253. 76 
51 , 00 , 450 . 72 

52 , 25 , 825. 72 


if % 450 . 72 *o TW 
OT qiiTl 9 > t - a ' ld'ti ^ 9 ** 

£t»R % 33,79,000*9^ % lJ5q 
% W 'Jsff 99 33,99,549. 18 *9if 
9T«sl*k^ % sff* *T*Ft 

51,00,000 W*t *Ft *+'H oTT iftH 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(<) 

(5) 

(6) 

13. 

44d+'l'H( % filTT 


^0 ^ 0 

ETTA' aTMIPi'*' Pi^sn Pio+4 f3° 

^0 


WK?T TT-im 


% Trer wirCr ^ur 

1,50,000.00 1,50,000.00 

8,625. 00 


14. f^JcT 

^nflJfRT, 43TT ifZ 

75TT 4*lf 9W 

10,350. 00 

5F5 %? <pt 

irf?ra' j r 5^4.1 j'l 

4 Hld^id 4*4^ fd+Rf ^yi 


4*^4 ri[ <4 <i*4 41 +'i j n 


1963 

21,000. 00 

^jrpir f4% 


4 ifRi^ld «»«»£ TT^f fddld 




dOT 1963 

3 000. 00 



4 9%?RF <W4 fad'fll 




3 964 

5,000. 00 



4 Srfrl flrT 4*4^ fa^rni 




^ 1967 

15,000.00 54,350.00 10.00 

1 5 . %7TT fHf? 

#^r g^rfriw 

3 JjRifld f^RT 



HT7TRT gfaffl 

1970-75 

75,73,900. 00 



4& afd^d ^OT 1971 

53,33,100. 00 1,29, 07,000. 00 4,67,206. 50 
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(?) 


( 8 ) 


{») 


7o 


— 

8,625.00 fen 99T 317? 

8,531. 74 


HT^TT 9lt 9f 

«tn 

86. 26 

8,625. 00 

100.00 

110.00 fen *nn arnsr 

9.90 


1T7997 9^t ^ 9^ *8)U 

0. 30 


( 5 ^ ) n?9 inram 

100.00 

110.00 


(ST) 98.25 4,67,304' 75 fen 99T 59T5T 4,62,534.42 

Sfe 4,672.08 
(n) V<idH 98.25 


4,67,304. 75 


( 10 ) 


(") 

^1a^> 1 5ft «Ti'j>d srfenfen ^nrfe 
% fife fen ^rfeirfeff ^sn^ifl i 
(s) ^ 79m : — 

(i) 450.72^r^t sfa TW spt gfes 
| sfr 997 fern % 33,79,000 
79% % sifen 969 % 'id' 1 
33,99,549.28 79*t 9?t <4HM 97 

Sffer 97 Sf9t I 450.7 2 79^ 9f 

793T f^inra+'ifefi ^9?tjfer| I 


(ii) 3,00,000 79^- 4?r 73m 9?t 
| fs% 9ST7T sftefrfe? fef9T few fafadd 
%9l¥T ferfe 391 % ^9 *t 7*9 fen 99T 
*fl7 

(iii) 48,00,000 799 9?t 739 9?T ?TfeF 

1 9t spratfer nfdufeff if 991 % 
% fecr 9P3t9 f799 99* 9lt9r99t 99ft 
| 1 9T7nfe f7559 99; ^ 9f% 93V 9l, 
34,00,000 ^9^7991 if % 979f 


(0 


,( 2 ) 


(3) 


16. irrork ijaqf jflw 
arpiirm fafe #far ^tt«i farfe 1 

5TW-Hfn+- fMt 

17, ?! f ft% ST!T fk=FT f?T% 

sprst srfafa- 


(■>) (5) (6) 

*o ^ o 

3 srfkra fearm ^r 

1970 75 3,82,000.00 3,82,000 11,460.00 


3 ufkirr qfaT kfrT7T 

^ J I 1970 75 3,29,000. 00 

3 5j%7tt '<?mrd<«r ^jn 

1946 4,20,000.00 

4 \ 5f%3FT *TS*T Spkl TTHT 

1974 1,34,000.00 

4| ?%?RT 5TFET S^ST 

TT^r ff47RT 1 974 1,65*000.00 

4^ fajTR 7J7IT 

^t'ir 1974 1,58,000.00 

4^ StRt^TT !rR 5?kr TT^ 
f^TR 1974 50,000.00 

4^ srlkm F!FT 1972 1,25,000.00 
4 J 5rff9RT 1974 1,08,000.00 

4^ T%?TT P£R1^ TRq 
fa+TS W_i\ 1974 1,07,000.00 

^rakrar sraa aw 1,00,000.00 1 6 , 96 , 000. 00 52,096.50 
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(11) 

'FIT % 33,79,000 Ti 'l4 % 

*T?T % TTT Tt 33,99,549.28 
+rH 4 =pY 5TFI7T TT, ^tYY? ft ill ^ I 

snTfftq- fori It. I ^75 q?fr tY infer 
Tt Slt*ffT Tt ^TT T^T ft I 1 4,00, 000 W 
Tf ?Ff TTT WT Tt ffo-'l % ft(T 1 8 
1,00,000.00 ml, 1970 IY ^ |Y Tf It I 
titIYsi fori It ?Y fH?r 

f^hY srtr tY infer tY rrlrsTT tY 
t^Y | 1 

(sr) UfTTF lOOTTlTlYfoW frwY 
Ttri 1964 %lfoT ITP^T TTF Tt 
2THT ft ft% 100—100 wY T 4^- 
ufour sTr^r tw tsti tIY I 
ferr ipri 5 1 

(fr)^Tf TTT 5FT 51T tY glTTT f ) 
fife urferrfofT iiraTi forr 1 1 



i 0 4°Tft n^rrr^ 

wi t ttYh^ g- srrc=r t it tY gffer | 
sfeijfoT' 9T T^T arlsf tY TTE 1 
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(1) 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

( 5 ) 

(6) 







I. 

nrmfr fkwrn ufrh 

wwfu few 

3 yfrlTId 1970- 

2,200-00 1,98,800.00 

(?) 12,421 . 10 


(^rwR: e-rRett) 

? J Tl1 i wR?? 

75 






5| STf^ET 

1,85,000. 00 





fWffEnr^nr^ i98o 






5^ srf^EI ftrl 

11,600. 00 





REEF WF? 1981 



2 . 

'■ffl J 'il'4 friTT H F4 M 

cK? 

3 yRm ¥1WTJI ^71 

10,22,800. 00 



spt ErRteh) 


1946 






3 SlfinirT ^ 1 970—75 

1,41,300.00 1 1,64,100.00 

($) 36,545. 10 

3. 

TT^T^T % 'E^rrnft WTWT 

T T 7m ijy^5i+, 

3 y Rdd 

80,000.00 60,000.00 

(?) 1,422. 00 


wfr Rfy 

irfmrT tet, mR-T 

1946 





ET5EIR, RUT, URf- 






10 



i 
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64,272. 50 Wr #5<ft sfV fkX* Q 
12,176 ^ Ot T^it TO1 £ ?ftT 
sr%?TR £ ^ ?ff ir^fr j| I ^riT 

wr'ra - w# mix ? if 3ft m ^ \ 


(7-) 1,98,156.62 2,00,577.72 feqT WT WP* 

if rro 3ft Tjhr 

(t) 5RT mTTR 


('ll) 3,16,334. 53 4,12,879.63 foTTWiaiR 

(*) 3ft ?t af 9^71 

(ff) ^FJf 5 R*HM 


1,422.00 ferr IRT o?tr 

*i <4ii x 3 ft <)4l Ow 


2,390. 

15 

30. 

95 

1,98,127. 

12 

2,00,548. 

22 

36,170. 

44 

424. 

26 

3,76,284. 

93 

4,12,879. 

63 

1,404 

. 00 

18 

. 00 


1,422. 00 


29,50 (?) 14 ?tW 1969 3ft WHETT 

ft 537 ft ftr ft 

2,04,100. 00 ^ % 3 5T%- 
tft arr? gift 3C3 
1970-75 3ft Tfftwfftfttft; I 

CS c 

3,061 . so ggft % sirr^r ft 
ft yR <+>'■(: sfkjrfsr'iTR: % ft 
'jit 67 3.40 TFtft 3ft T3W t t>ld 
^fr ^wfr sft qmt 3ft 

gut 3ft stmt sfk ^3% fftfft 
% snf&mfwf 3ft ftteT km 
mmn i 

(s) *Tf Tlfft Ilf, 19 69 Jr, 3 

=4t -5 gift gna 
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( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 



3 STfaSHcT ^ 4 l-TiTU| ^TT 200.00 200.00 6.00 

1946 


3 5Tfdki6 ^iflrg^TJT ^HJT 56,000.00 56,000.00 1,680.00 

1946 
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(») ( 10 ) ( 11 ) 

1970-75 Ft 2, 0 1 , 9 0 0 TTF 


(H) 

1 0 

. 03 

00 

IS" 

“Ft fdFl It STR tWf “Ft attfF 




(*) STT 

1 t 



1 

. 73 

(o?) arwf 




0 

• 02 

(Z) O^rFTIFTC ( 

>) T^ TFT 1,85,000 




— 

( 5 ) ofF yn 

% 5j uldOM RR Flit FfNft- 

(») 

1 

. 75 

fera’FFtFTFtj 

Iff %t fr*rr of? 1980 

Ft 



— 

4£tft iTTF 

<HMTd Ft STIFF | fad! 

FT 

cs 




19 64tt5FF] j \ 

1969 T 1,86,499. 12 

FT% 


1 

. 73 

FT 00 1 

it grter on TT Ffa 1 0, 

000 


0 

. 02 

t #n; Ftf 

R^t % 5f Slfaw RR 

TT% 



— 

oORTift TQT 

FtsfrfTF fim faFT 

Ffa 

00 

1 

. 75 

tot | 1 

1981 Ft FfW Ft SttF 

1 


— 


fa^l FFRT 1969 

it 


3. 

53 

(o) Tq 1W 

10,000 Ffa it ?3TteT TT 

or 




Ft sfldF 

?fk 1600 RT % 5| f;RF 


663. 

20 

1 1 

SIR <Tfa Tfa'lPlF farT 

TFT 


16 

. 80 


F FIT 1986 Ft RTfT 

Ft 



— 


sfatF | fa^f FRTt 1 

970 

1,680 

. 00 


it 1628 TFt it STtFT 

TOT 


FT I 
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7 SF=rf ifcmSfft ^ W?T- ^KF=J 

FHT ^ ftraT 4T silrtii^’l <1 jT, JTT 
^r ^T f^HT 5fT^- 

gr4ur 

s. 4f3-^Y i*ir° 

T^TT <TKFtft TT+lfl 
%• frftj 
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( 7 ) 


( 8 ) 


( 9 ) 


( 10 ) 


(n) 


(?rj s, i o(j. oo 


33 . 00 fen TOT ma 

amR # # TOt qftR 


9, 7 1 0 . 0 7 felT 0-41 

(a) ncnrc # # nf wf 

(st) nro ijtoft 


i32.oo fen tot ana 
tr+tt # # af 


32. 

66 

0, 

, 34 

33. 

00 

4,563. 

96 

46. 

1 1 

5,100. 

00 

9,710. 

07 

130. 

68 

I . 

32 

132. 

00 


(?) 14 nfa 1969 nr nrm 
, smff % ffrapgr it 
2,78,800 E# % 3 5rfe?RT 
anrar n% 1970-75 
# aferfeff nr 4,i82 n'fe 
% §n arm n n 920.40 
n# m mn nk nfanR 
nid fen <i4i n si«nl nwt 
# nto # am# nfe 
fefe % srifa+ifert # 
akr fen amn i 


(a) nr nfa femfnfei afe- 
nfeff # fefr % am non 

# ?fld3: ^ : — 

(i) 3 afenr ana n# ^yr 

1970-75 # 1,37,5: O^fe 

# afenfen fan# fe# at 
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1969 if 1,34,819. 50 ^9% 

qft heft qr ft i 

(ii) 4 afrfNIcf tiTPf 4 1 '4 fTfR 

fTTE % ^OT-qgf Zf?r 2,47,500 

rr ur # srRnrfcnTt f^EErr 

Ft 1969 Jr 2,30,397.37 
^1 HEFT TT f f I ; 

(iii) ' 4 qfFT^TcT STR ^ <sr«rt | 

Qfsi tPT 12,000 UEf | 
ft srfwwfciqT f^nr^fr fin# 

lERTr 1969j if 11,117. 66 
e# #f heft qr ft i 

(cr) Tf fa# Jr 5TFTT TF# % 
TTF # #TF I ! 

(«r) ssJr 49.60 Efa # 
qffa wrfan | fair t# f# 
srfJnrfa# qr ^ # n# 

495 9. 54Efa% STR # 

if ir farr tot «rr i 
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( 10 ) 


(11) 


(?) y+n STF? #T 1,800 

?rt w # ?r mwc nfa srfk- 

?TTT # ^F F ^rir of 378 
3?TT3FT3?r 3TWt 3?T ^IFT 
l-M j ft #K nrr fafk % wi ly =m FWi 
=pt <#tt fen nn^n i 
(a - ) 5ioo tff % far* 4 
JifasKr 5?rp? % 

1969 srfaijfFFf ft % 
29,30 TTfa 31 SFTTF 1969 
3 R T ll % 5Fm 2. 45 TFF 
F?V T3FT 'dtl'H mf*m j| I 
(a) 4 F^FTF sqR FI# FfTTT^ 
FtUT 1969 #f FIFTT F>t ^41' 
Tspa fa% itf; farnFT 1969 #t 
#f3TFT FFT FT *ffc HFFr? FT 
5| FfdTRT 5FTF FT# F^TTT^ 
Fill 1981 FTt fRi'OJfF! F SF5T 
f?FT FFT FT I 

(F) 0. 02 FTT #)" ifa 

5irfFT | fan 2 45 To % TTTF 
fgq; STTF if FTFT fa?T OFT F 1 

c\ N 



(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

( 5 ) 


(6) 

9 


frfr *fk E^TfelT 

4 T^racT EXTE ^ 

45,000. 00 




or sftrs' *^i<h 

ETTR 

1 971 






«P^t % EfYn % *n<&r 

4 SjftfSM H3ST 

46, 100. 00 





ftfe ^rr ™4> ^ff s 

1971 







4Hf5TW 3 tTT SI^T 







1971 

30,000. 00 






4 5Tf%T?IcT iDhH 







1971 

6,30,000. 00 

7,51,100. 00 

30,044. 00 

10 

TT55T HptClsil 

sp^f ttw qrfx- 

5-i srfcfSJ^ EqKTTJ 

14,000-00 




*fk #F*rr 

^YERT *flT 5FTWT FTUT 

W” 1978 






^Y<> srrf° ft° wti'ti 







RW 33, pMO <=t*'1, 

3 TfTViF ¥4M<«r ^7>T 

7,000. 00 

21,000. 00 

980. 00 



*r^(T, ^rf— 1 9 

1946 




11 

urcfar E^r- 

ftraT FfKFJ 

3 !Tfd51tf ^hW < u ) 

25,200. 00 

25, . 200,00 

756.00 


wr (sra^fcr) 

TTHT, ^ET 

1946 




12 

Erfrft ^rffWTRR 

3 

idddM WFTGT 

12,800.00 

12,80.00 

384. 00 




1946 
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30,044.00 fen TTT ^TUT 


R80.00 fen w strt 

6 'A<l < zt *rf 'fel 


756.00 fen wr an3T 

ni Trtn 


384.00 fen *&T SR? 

irfr sfft fr nf 'fe 


(10) (n) 


29,743. 

56 

300. 

44 

30,044. 

00 


970. 

20 

9. 

80 

980. 

00 

748. 

44 

7. 

56 

756. 

00 

380 . 

1 3 

3. 

84 

384. 

00 
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(2) 

( 3 ) 

(*) 


(0 

(6) i 

13 

3Pf^f 5T^W JT4IH 

frfa TTflTT 1 ^ 

3 5rfirw TOW 

4,16,000. 00 

i 

r 

1 



tt^t, ^rr i 

1946 







5-| sfinra- 







^R[*d ^r 1979 

2,000. 00 

4,18,000. 00 

12,595. 00 

14 

frm 5Tf»re 

fSRTT pT*W+ H£KI«>d 




450. 00 


r*i9i tii4'0 

TIW ^17 (u) 






ffrfg- 






15 

JToTIWS 

ddd 

3 Slfaw WOT ^7T 

11,100. 00 

1 1,100. 00 

333. 00 


Tffcfr, fafa- 

' c 


1946 




16 

HTp'<t ^rfw ?zrra 

H^rrrtd *h:+r % frfa 

3 srfTRTcT ^T 1970- 

12,86,100. 00 

12,86,100. 00 

{?) 34,338. 50 



4fl< tt^'tii Ptal Pq*uO 

75 






^ JTf'ETT 







f^rfsr % srrcft Pd^rq 







5TEZT5T I 





17 


5TTT JTfRT^d 

3 srRrvid 1970-75 

6,600‘ 00 




fr1% { imwh 

il'jq qHo i^o avi tr° 

3 SrPdfld *CJT 

1,200. 00 

7,800. 00 

{^T) 290.00 



^TT-1 

1946 
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( 7 ) 


( 8 ) 


(9) 


12,595.00 feJTT PT 3TR 

y ?t *Tf 4ilH 

450.00 f^r^TT OTT «lN 

rtht ?ft fr qfo? 


333.00 fouwarr? 

TUSK =St if- qf TTff 

34,338. 50 'forr T?T srr^ 

'EK't'K tt ?>tT 


(h) 4,080. 63 


4,370.63 (?) fejTRTSW 

« < T‘ i < Tf 


12 , 469 . 04 
125. 96 


12, 595. 00 
445. 50 
4. 50 

450. 00 

329. 66 
3.34 


333. 

00 

33,952. 

66 

385. 

84 

34,338 

. 50 

767. 

52 

3. 

1 1 


3,600. 00 


770 63 


(t) TKT tfUtfK % TTTT? Tl 

foTTT 22 *T§ 1969 *St 
9ETft^RTT TS?T (JV 46 /4f 
68 / % 3UJUR JR <P5 

% ^3 MHM % ^t*TTS?5T Tt 
trr 1969 ?rt srfonrfirat 
Tnfrr 4rf *pfr i 


(?) 14 SfTT 1969 4?r WT 
§# WHKT % 6RA) # 3 srfell? 
«lN ?T% ^t IJ l 1970—75 % 
12,861.00 71° Tt Tfdflid?) 
<K JT STR % 19,291 . 50 
?f 4244. 50 Tt 

RT 5TFRR 4ffTKIK % 

?FT 4?f vui-q^ ifk fdfy 

fd?r Tim 


Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 8 , 1970/SRAVANA 17, 1892 346 $ 



( 2 ) 


(3) 


( 1 ) 

i ~ 

is 'firvcfiir ^mrcfl^r q-prfwf ^fr ^ 

% %CT T5? TO"! <4> 1%% Tt 7^3 nf*T - 

1947 fir, irfer? srer m%- 

fe*r Tte, gr^f-9 i 


(4) 


(5) 


( 6 ) 


351%STcT ^rraxw^l 21,32,900. 00 21,32,900.00 63,987.00 

1946 
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(?) 


( 8 ) 


( 9 ) 


63,987, 00 ferr WIT 

5TTWTT Wt 5 rf ^hW 



( 10 ) 


63,347. 12 
639. 88 


63.987. 00 


(w) 14 5w?r 1969 # inrra 
ff sqift % wbfv Jf 3 sritnid 
'A 1 4 31% 3iW 1970—75 % 
6,600 wt yfri'«fr)qf it 

f c\ 

99 IFFt Wt r A l A 3% 

RT 20.50 Wf 3% %t T3W 
imro: srk srfa^TR % 3 

'fTR- ?ft JJWt ^ SW3% 313%t 3% 
ifi 3% wrawt sfk 3% f%f% % 
snfwWTftqt 3% %t2 T folT 


(®) 3f 480. 63 ^3% % qw 

srtr 4^ uta^a oqiw tt% 

qiwf ^W 1969 % 3600 
VJ3 3% <3>H % WtlFT % 5TRT 
g'C ?3W 3% %t33> f f%% 
16 f%dH< 19 69 3T1 %ter 

fqqr *ftt *tt i wt -dRa 
5TlfS3>lfl qftSFk % 5TRKTW 
f^rm tttwt T ff% % 
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(0 

(") ( 3 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 


19 

frFt^cTT fwi 1 foftf STTT 

3 srfejrTcr ^l-tHUf 

800. 00 




ftfs (iHWT q'9i) 

TTS^n^o V^o d^f 5To 

1946 






1— 1 

4-1/4 srfsw ^yr 

100. 00 

900. 00 

38. 86 
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20 JTFfTT 

fwrar fa^i+ 

3 5T%W ^T(^T<W^ T I 

1,600. 00 

1,600. 00 

48. 00 


fafe 

TF&T zpr 

1946 




21 

f*utr mfarcarrf 


3 5Tfd9ld' ^7 1896- 

1,000, 00 

1,000. 00 

30. 00 




97 
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( 7 ) 


(») 


(®) 


( 10 ) 


(a) 573.74 612.60 felT »TOT RR 

*nsTR *if qfor 


48.00 felT WT RR 

+i < c m< Tftrr 


30.00 f^TT’ETr^R 

*K+R *Tf Tifa 


(11) 

T=FTT for Tff Wt <T»rPTT 
IRT | I 


(IT) W if 480. 63 

TTf^cT RR (*R ST?) STlftR 


112. 

23 

500.00 (*r) 5TT Jf 73.74 Wt% 

0. 

37 

RR (?R ^) 4?f T^PT wft 


— 

500 ^ % 4Tft»TT TJR % 

112. 

60 

4-1/4 5Tfd?ra aTR 4T% 



1969 % sffwr ?r stir 

47. 

52 

<A)H 9TTf*R I f^Rf 

0. 

48 

16 Rld^K, 1969 *ffPT? 




sft '4i'i 8r WWi fen *nrr 

48. 

. 00 

*rr 1 3^mTly+i'0' fr *114944. 



%4t4d HIKt *T ^ ?TT <,4. -H 

29. 

, 70 

F-b<. 4*^1 45I <44141 441 


0. 30 | t 


30. 00 
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(2) 

(3) 

(4) 


(5) 


(6) 

22 

J-HliT TS Wiw RrfH 

TRTST JJg WK4. Rrfe 

3 MPdSId 1970- 

9,200. 00 


(^) 



%^4dfH+ JRT- 

75 







$•*+!<:<) - 

3 ufdSId 


5,45,300. 00 

5,45,500. 00 

16,604. 40 



h^i #^r 

1946 





23 

qr qrr<> ifto 

fsrfaw, fffa, TT^3, ^TT 

3 uRnid WW < u l 


12,800. 00 




^TRT fdftf 


1946 








4 Hfdilld 


500.00 

13,300. 00 

404. 00 




1970 





24 

fRKi ^rrr urns 3T- 

7Tror^>qifRn 

3 qfdifld TFIRRIJ? 

^IJT 

11,000. 00 

11,000. 00 

330. 00 


=smf fdfe 

fnr w^iddi 

1946 






ddl ftrai 

4 Id! Tf 

W7W7 % ?rsrer 
gRT ^ko q*T° 
TTFPTRTfT >^o gt° 
f%c=?fiflVf<^r 
+wh1 =^T?t 
1 1 3, EfRET ^ Tt3, 
4-^i- 1 
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(?) 

( 8 ) 

(9) 

(10) 

(n) 


16,604. 40 

r<A|| ’FIT °*U«f 

16,438. 04 

(^) 14%m\ 1969 SWra 



=t>) <1 

1 66. 36 

s*rn?t % terth $ 





9200 ^ % 3 u(di»ra STR- 




I 6,604. 40 

wn 1970-75 # 





Tfa'ijfcfTt *R 3?T *Tf 

, , 

404. 00 

fen *pjt =*34 

399. 96 

138 i'14 T>t <+i) if ^ 'Tt 



5RTTT ^rf *lf TiF! 

4. 04 

30. 6 0 4>t ’Mli 





TTfipTTT TTPT 4T5T ?fl *|4Tl *?! 




404, 00 

371 37T7fr T?I WET # 3iFPfl 





^ 37tftfw % 


330. 00 

*1*11 a( 

326. 70 

T*ter ferr i 



*rf 

3. 30 





330,00 



Sec. 300] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 8 , 1970/SRAVANA 17, 1892 3475 



( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


(3) 


25 s re -jfKs fr qfl-tigft gcnfr- fasrT 

itt 4,tt^r f^rfar tt^t, ^tt 

26 RTRF fafe Q.ftraife- STKnfZt ®Ft 

^^#5rraT#5R^ 
^r^fcl ST3R 
-1 

27 TR ^F^RF^t Fit FfTT ?R ^ ° ^ <■ Tf ° 

<TR#%RRr FRIT 4to^T 209 FT® 

<l<|-«lC^'04\ TR, 

'fits, TP^f— 1 
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60. oo fen nm m 

nrorrc 4 Y nf Tftn 


208. 26 


fen nnr °*nw 
nronr ^ ?Y nf qrfa 


(to) 6,000.00 1,04,010.36 fernim totw 

(nr) *n?r srro 

TOR ‘Pt ift »fet iffe 


59. 40 
0. 60 


60 

. 00 

206. 

. 18 

2. 

. 08 

208 

. 26 

96,898 

. 04 

4,461 

. 50 

980, 

. 32 

1,02,339 

. 86 


3rT *i41 7 8 <‘'-i4 % nrofen 
n^mi tow^ ( io) 
wd nrs ijfen % ttott nr 
5T3T Wt 'ft nk 132 TO% 
^ tow sft nH 1970 Jr tt- 
ifersnRf TTfs nfen torttot 
% Jr st wft *fr, mfer 1 1 
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(4) 

(5) (6) 

4-3/4 

500. 00 

1989 


4-1/2 SrfrPSra' 

500. 00 

1989 


4-1/2 SrfclW 

3,000. 00 

1974 


4-3/4 5J%5Er flsTRT ^ 

2,000. 00 

1976 


4 5T%5ET FfTR 

4,500. 00 

finrn % qw 


4 - 1/2 1971 

11,80,800. 00 

4 - 3/4 5i%?ra 

7,000. 00 

1976 


4 sr%W TfTT 

50,000. 00 

;3 TO % 9W 


5- 1 / 2 SI% 5RT qfTCT^ 

4,400. 00 

WV 1978 


5-1/2 STREET HfTCFe 

500. 00 

1977 


5-3/4 

2,500. 00 

1979 


5-3/4 STftPJRT E5FT 

2,500. 00 26,30, 500’ 00 

19 80 

(ws) 98,010. 36 
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( 7 ) 


(8) 


( 9 ) 


(®S) 30 000.00 38,019.87 fen *PTT RR 

5RT ^RTR 

2,160,00 felT »FIT RR 

nr+nT # tt nf 


( 10 ) 


(ii) 


7,939. 66 
80. 21 
30,000. 00 

38,019. 87 
2,138. 40 
21 . 60 

2,160. 00 

TjTT W ?TPm 

JTR SIR 66IK1 

u Ty^i < # 

nrcNr 

1. 3 Sffa- 39,500 592.50 130.60 14-4-69 
3R 

1970- 

75 

2.4 500 11 87 2.00 14-4-69 

srfasra 

1989 


(ii) 5fr% fafe sfe^ifen + 
% Jr ?nwi: 

M isR 1 < +1" 5fT t+tt nt 
^fTI *ff 36+1 TN6t oio 
^FPIt 3% fefe % !Tr- 
fe+ifen +n nfe fen wrt t 
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( 7 ) 


(8) 


(») 



( 10 ) 



(n) 

3- 5f 2,500 

71. 87 

16. 00 

1-9-69 

Tfirw 




ESHf 




1980 




4. ( 10) 1,000 

100.00 

22. 00 


fii 



?rmi 

4TTO 







166 9 ir 

Tnrr 



SSTST fw 




W \ 

.'• 1,000 

169. 00 

37. 00 

yRio | 


?mmr 

■H H 


1970 Jr 

fen 

Wl 

(q^r) if 4500 IPHf % M r=tKt 
yv* % 4 nRlUld «TEqf q^PT 

^mT^r-qw (^#4) 

( 2 ) 1500 % stfer 

JJc 5 ?’ % 4 ilfd^ld «f fo qo qro 
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( 10 ) 


( 11 ) 


1969—70 % t ?mnT 
% STT^a ^FT*T wftra I Pspf 
1969 3% iffaire c^ 
t* fTPrr »m i 

(W^) JTf TTftr ^ l 969 # 

^ 3423. 75 91% 

( i o) ?rra tfe^rr % 

TO sj^spf 

1969 % 1037. 76 91% % 

**& (3) «ge 3* srre 

5 fwr % ifati =i% j 

STtcRit I 

(3.5.) ^ % ftTsrfwftRT Wlf%W 
f : sm% : — 

1 5 0° ^ 4 5Tf%9RT 

55F5 %o q-o «n^r % gvr 

^ % Wt^JT % J?TO |(7 

| % f%7f 1-1-1970 

^ ^ *n • 9 &*r 

Tfw JnfR^Tf^rf % SIT49TO 


•• AUGUST I. 1970 /SRAVANA 17 
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f?«TTdi % itft ?r a spff 

5T«JTf ntft I l 

(li) 1321PT& ( 10 ) 
ifam % %*rcf % ij5*mrrer 
^rt 1970 if sn^r 

gf «ft I W *13T TT 31 ITT^ 
1970 3TC? ( 3 ) ffe ?TTO 
iftnn % qfeft-W %9Tt % 
■Hi^ivt sirfcr %t Udi4-ti $r 

wisr *ptt sfh: 

( 3 ) 38. 50 WFt aft ( 13 ) 

4% ^ftnn % %HTt %t 

«»£R % 5f R 9T%t «|ti 1 41'lRr i 4 
| 3ft aife^Ut % 
h gt?f ?r 

«T^t *pfi- ; 

(3S») 30,000 Wt % 4 ST%- 

*!5T ®TFT ^foy 

1975% «^t£sFT 5T ^ir%t 
£fi 1 196 9 


(0 


( 2 ) 


(3) 


28 »rntr *nfwi srt 

Tfrftrf*WT«ftr sfr - mwr % Arturo ara 
^sfkfWTJRR^^ *ft*IKo t^To trRRFFft 
^ creftii dwi *ft qg« fto ftrefMfipm 
**^?3Wn tT«g ^ui4) I | 3) rrifo 

fti ^rf~i 

28 3R%^t sfafr ?if^,?n:^o ^o qrwr 

Hrf ^5TRft fttai'jTO ffEPSFft ?W 209, ST o 
$to (pro -ft», <Et<* 
t«t£ i 
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i. wro t| srfaira 1986 16 , 400.00 

(?r^)ftfg- srRrPrfe, f^FT^f % q=F 3 srfarra ’STterm 7 , 90 , 900.00 

fsRTT ?rrr|t^Ef^ ?oj-j s§ srfaspr 1990 16 , 000.00 

n^rmnmmn^m, no tftoftmjfh* %wr 

Tf SIWST ftOT, tnp JTFU31 OTTT 4.17,600.00 

farT *TOT?nT % ^tOT OTTT 1,00,000.00 1 3.40,900.00 69,285.14 

Tt fqslMM TT T4 ^ I - 
RW^ftTTT, iftr 
tot tfaRiq % 

?Wt i 

(5) ^Tt vfq ws 

Hin+4 »jKa 6 
'itHX'i <*> W I f 
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(?) 


( 8 ) 


(•) 


(am) 7,4', 241 . 68 S, 13,326. 82 fSW *TOT Of VST 

TOK ^ ft »t£ <Em 
(ET3T) wm H*TCIP( 
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2. fTOtfTHT ^ f5FT% f : 

I 1. 5f5T«r ^TTTT %■ f^IHT 3 >((cl»8'o V^iti W 35,400.00 35,400,00 1,062.00 

^mvfrw (irem) 1946 

2. ^ nr % 

afti % 
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( 2) 4 TpTSH cTT=T 

1872- 73 41,400.00 

(3) 4 srfinRr 

1873- 74 10,000.00 

(4) 4 irfrw 

1969 3,46,000.00 

( 5 ) W 1,35,000.00 

(6) <T^T 95,000.00 

^Tt5 6,47,618.87 

{*m)’4,17,600 Tit TW 

q Wt frr * PrtTr % wr 

4teh*V 5TT1T ^ FT # 

tft Tfk 95,000 # 
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(1) (2) (3) ( 4 ) 

3. T *4^*1 v n*)«. wfV.45,% 

4. <fifRT]f <t>H l vl % ftrni 
fsTOT VfV+lfl I 


3 '*i»fl 4 i4?ti' j 3£dT ftjSTf % 4 J sf^TSTcT JTST’T j 3, 0 0 0 . 0 0 

•pt^t sra^ftf *ram 1974 

faftr,*rjnrF( 3 sftraw j32,4oo.oo 

1946 

4-| jnrPT 200 00 

1980 


(s) (6) 


35 ; 600, 0 0 1,052.25 
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*jc 


F<> 


(arar) 1 , 471 . 2 a 2 , 533.28 ferr w etht 

?PTR * 1 ? 


(25) 3,816,71 4,868.96 forriFrrsTRr 

(M) ST-T *nRK 




554.40 
5. 60 

560. 00 

469, 26 
4. 74 

203. 34 

677. 34 


T^vJT #rftr H ify'MfWl 4(4^ 
4?T *1^ X+H “ft (T I 
1,973 28 (ara) if 936.68 

WT WX 3fa 'ef!rl‘t> Sj 4jV J . 
3FF1 534. 60 Wl =Ft TfTJT 
swPt k znf *i ivfwgtft 

3TW 4R Xt jpft- 1 I 

4,191.62 (55) ^^T^tcRTl 

( i) sresfa 3,382. 083jo 

( 2 ) 

•r aroft *pft 

234.63F° 

(3) WPfa 

4-44 c raff % 
sftePT F aT=r 

t^t 200.00^0 

afrf 3,816. 71 So 

(55)200 *rir % 4 $- Jffirw 

ST6? JTeRT 1980 
% VT 4<r4 4t*ld4> ^ 1 
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2 


3 


4 fan wra: gwpr fafa, fwr % fa^r+“, 

n?ro JT3w T^+i', 

5 5To trifc' nin f*iR+~ %nw ??f*r* 

snirsf faf9\ nsm n^TT, *nrm 

HlW+fl <i*ffci 

i wudfa ntfan swvtwrtr, n^frfe^fr 

nnT nti, ‘t'H'tmi 

<\ ’ 


2 ngnt srtffn fafa 


4 


5 


6 


3 nfawn n, 500.00 

1946 

. r^tn nw ^nr nw 1 , 100 . 01 12 , 600.00 389. 00 


3 nfasicT ¥nia<n ^ror, 300.00 

1946 

ITOTOSturiJ 1,300.00 1,600.00 61.00 

3 Sffaw ^TFR»T ^T, 32,78,400. 00 32,78,400.00 98,352.00 

1946 


3>rfawrr ^rtfRuf ^*r 38 , 000.00 

1946 

3 SfaWfl ^rnj i 970-75 


60,800. 00 


98,800. 00 


2964. 00 




7 

8 

9 

10 


11 







(q) 2.657.88 

3046,88 

felTiRT aTR 

8'-8>l qjft Mil*) 

606 . 90 

7. 04 

2,342. 94 

(q) Oo' T m Tt gtfrqi ti 




703 . 94 



485 . 57 

546. 57 



546. 57 

(q;) sf tsth ^4 9fa ^ srtcrai f 1 


98,352. 00 

Rqi IRTF *TP4 
+K*tiK qrt wf q>ter 

97,368. 48 

983.52 






98,352. 00 




2,964. 00 

f^TT wr err* 

2,934. 36 

29.64 






2,964. 00 
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^ o 

3 % Sfa- *TfT- 3 g R ra a ^ M i ^ui ^ 7 ?, 10,000.00 10,000.00 

■flftfl) flT'C <ilfW40 of44, 1946 

M^l 4^140 1 fatsf PiftJ flfoRi -^iOiq 


iTEqrSTsrer 

5 =RPf 5«rnr ^ 4 *nr *HFtr^r farciir f^TR- 3 ufasw w^n?*r 9,24,400.00 

ftrsn y'4f<^ *ftrw ttfirtf *rc?*r f : — ^r, 1946 

4*f?raw ^ ST^VT 4,33,900.00 13,58,300.00 

^e*r, 1971 

( 1) firs- 

¥fcnr, ?Pw«R- 

cM-*Or<ti 

ftftfrSTT^T; 

( 2) # ll^T^T SHITC 

^lf ^TRT- 

( 3) ^ *0|JPf 

Wyift ijd^4 ^iT^TT- 
5^T 

♦TIhiH ; <H 




45,088. 00 
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( 7 ) 


(•) 



( 9 ) 


( 10 ) 


( 11 ) 


1,389.25 (IT) £T| TTO TOT #3^ | 1 


44,637. 12 
450. 88 

jj45,D88. 00 
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V Tio 

{ 4) qfo pT f r fc 

(5) * ftafa|«a 

*mpF 

?f*ft ff* 

*WN *fl4H % iHS- 

9T?r Pun. % 

2 *rt<> sto sfk tot fan ?TftRF, Tarot fH^nr f^r 3JiiwfWi896-97 19,000.00 

tr^ni ^rmr ?rrc^ 4 ufam *m &vr w 1,90,200.00 

fsrfti 3 afynw ^< m<m 2,42,800.00 4,52,000.00 15,462.00 

1946 


3 <ft« f$T gr^jt*r afar TOt few frfa 4 srfd'SM ^r, 6,100.00 

iprrc fafcr ftrc -dvhi ^npp: 1971 

3 Sffawcf KTPT^JJl 1,24,000.00 1,30,100.00 3, 904.00 

1946 


I 
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8 


15,462.00 ferr ’RT RT* 

ft 

trt 




15,307. 38 
154.62 


15,462. 00 


3,924. 36 
[ | 39. 64 


3,964. 00 
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S° 

4 FTR3> SFT5S fWT 4 uPd^ld WT Z&t ^ 13,900.00 

firfai 1971 

3 - Sfd?R ¥Mid<ST T 400 . 00 

1946 


5 qVm t mdl fCTrr snf sffjt qfGRH % fasn - - 4 sf«5 R tr s%r ^<n 300.00 

sToi f^rr zfzrf fr<lfem, 1971 

6 SR T^S SRT^T *rf^R, f^f RRf*FP 4 srfdlR HR ST^ST 1,000.00 

•skn-r %sr!ts f^fq- finsrr zlz, msgs 1971 

7 SRRR STf S g SF P lT sfsR, ftlSTT ; 3 jta 

f?[fH sftf, JTW ST^T, sftRTvT '*’ • 1946 




4,300. 00 168. 00 


300.00 12-00 


1,000. 00 40. 00 


500. 00 


500. 00 15. 00 
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7 

8 

9 

10 


11 

. - _ i 

lo 




*0 



168.00 

felT ’RT RF? 

166.32 






1 . 68 





— 

168.00 



(T?) 






Kl . 38 

163. 38 



163. 38 

(55) ITT Wf TFT Tt 3fT?W 1 1 

(35) 




179.80 

(55) TfR 3R ?TRf? | | 

139.S0 

179. 80 






15. 00 

felT ^RT RF5 

14. 84 





t) <a»I < Tt Tf «l«fl 

0. 16 






15.00 
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^0 

8 snvftnr sfft fatsrer 4 srfasRT sr^r 2,300.00 

^rraf^PT jtejt sr^r, irtT^r 1971 

Tfe fafa fcRjr^W ftrt 4 T^, ?mrT 7 3 srf?T^F^ ¥TWT*r ^T 11 , 600.00 13 , 900.00 

1946 


9 ^Tf% 7 T 73 RF frfa fWT fiT^r^ JTS!T JT^T, 3 srffT 5 T^ WfTW^iT 2 , 100.00 2 , 100.00 

?frmr 1946 


10 ?w w f^rr ftrerr ?rfw^rfr 4 srfaw ^ eoo.oo 600. 00 

'Wffrfe f< 5 TT*m TpSET 5 T% 5 T 1971 


11 'Tfer**r*m»PTT 5 f^rr tot ^nf+TO 1 3 ?%w 7,100.00 7,100.00 

3Tfr srar^frr Prfej tot, 3T*ft? 1946 


T 5 o 


440.00 


63 . 00 


24 . 00 


213.00 
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7 


8 


9 


^0 ^0 


440. 00 feTT «4 Tmt 

0 <t>R TT ?t Tpft 'ftf'H 


63.00 ferr w stmr 

fRTPR ft ^ #6T 


24. 00 felT JTitT 

7R3PR TT^fr W'T 


213.00 r^T >T4T STR 

sr^pr 47t fr »nfr ^ 



435. 60 
4. 40 

440. 00 

62. 26 
0. 64 

63. 00 

23. 76: 
0. 24 

24. 00 

210. 86 
2. 14 



213. 00 
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5 


12 q^rr ^rf ftrai srtftsrqi 3 ^ ^ria^ ^*t | 5 , 000 . 00 

BfeRrfa fafr 1946 


5,000. 00 150. 00 


13 ^TSFffr 3T? STsT^ftf f%fe f^5(T f%5TT 5rfsP?Tft 3 TO W 1 2,600.00 

i 

v=W^ 1946 


2,600.00 78.00 


14 ^ra - ^fvr f?rfa smuqm, 4 stRom *rsq '' 2 , 500.00 

qn% 3 r, TrqjT 1971 

3srRrw wfwr^Tr i 8 , 300.00 S 10 , 800.00 349.00 

1946 


15 TTST 5mtq fTf^q iw ST^T 3 HfaM ^qtTT^r ^ 64,100.00 .64,100.00 gjl, 923. 00 

Tr?q er^T 1946 




7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


— 

150. 00 


148. 50 



^ 'FtlT 

I. 50 




150. 00 


78. 00 

Pwr 

77. 22 



3V *lf <#4 • 

0. 78 




78.00 

- . 

349. 00 

sir 

345. 50 



fr ^pfr #9- 

3. 50 




349. 00 

- 

1,923. 00 

Rt4l 44T 

1,903. 76 



htstp: ^ inft qpta 

19. 24 


1,923. 00 


u> 
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fsrftt 

1 FTT^ ^TFT 'fTHH'H T5TT 3fFT T? 

frfsr 






1 , 100.00 1 , 100.00 


2 ttt r^ni^T sthtt 

•o 

ftfsr 


^IrTPr^ ^FtwRT, f^fir 3 nfrw i,eoo.oo i,6oo.oo 

ITfro tfjo ^fto I7o 1946 

?RT4icr wm, c r<i'fi 


3 5TC , 6W?fPT fWT fcr^fRT, f^TT 

f^fer 


3 5T%5TcT ^T 1,100.00 1,100. 00 

1946 


3tTT SFT5T 

i ^=r qrPn^TssT Pm- 3 nPiw ^q-imr ^ 20,200.00 20,200.00 

4fr1 y K'M ?Pii*i<s 1946 


^0 


49. 50 


48. 00 


33. 00 


606. 00 
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7 

s 

9 


10 


11 


Oo 

0° 



To 

To 





49. 50 

fen on «rijf 


49. 00 







nr n on Tto 


0.50 








49. 50 






48. 00 

fen on ®4i'4 


47. 52 






ornro on nr oot o-TIo 


0. 48 








48. 00 




_ 

33.00 

fen on nra 


32. 66 






omro ot oot nto 


0. 34 




33. 00 


— 

606 , 00 fen *mT 

99. 94 

— 


orou-n 'tootoife 

6. 06 




606. 00 
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2 SR WTT+' 3 ^TiT^F ^71 1,16,000.00 1,16,000.00 3,480.00 jj 

•THT PqgM<4 ST^il'ia' 1946 !| 


3 ?n: fMwr ^fwOTjr- f<nfa, 3Jriwr ^q1cR«r ^°r 6 , 400.00 6 , 400.00 

f^mpr^raks 1946 


192.00 [ 


4 TfaT surrfH sptfer wr^w, ifttrz er- 3 yRmd 4 , 100.00 4 , 100.00 


123 . 00 


5 vm spfc? ftren sr^r 3 sftsRT ^71 

^HT^HTTC 1946 


5,200. 00 


5,200. 00 


156.00 
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( 8 ) { 9 } ( 10 ) ( 11 ) 


^0 


^0 

3,480. 00 

felT WT STT3T 

3,445. 20 



34. 80 



3,480. 00 

192.00 

Gm mr 

190.08 


ircm: ^ #Ff 

1 . 92 


192. OO 


123. 00 

fell *('3T 53TF? 

121.76 


JfTf ipft T&RT 

1 . 24 



123.00 

156. 00 

f<WI *(Ml STT7 

154.44 


<Ef<W7! spt St Vtfl #ET 

1.56 



156.00 
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(0 ( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 

( 4 ) 

(5) 


( 6 ) 




Eo 

E° 

E° 

6 fum i l J.'H UTTErT 

E9TETETE, EEnEl ii *. 

3 EfEEE TTirFHT EHE 

14,800. 00 

14,800. 00 

444. 00 


E(%E^lTfIETE 

1946 




7 fETETTUT TIT T r R=f 

Tf^F^T, ^ETsfTET? fasE- 

3 ElETTE ^Tfd v . u l E[E 

26,000. 00 

26,000. 00 

780. 00 

9fHH ?EJT 

fE^TTE fTIETETE 

1 946 




ElEWfl 






s mgTrra- srhIu hefe 

TTf-TEfT EFFETE fE?E- 

3 nffl^d ^ERFTF EiE 

45,000. 00 

45,000. 00 

1,350. 00 


fEEm efeett 

1946 




9 TTfeTTETf ’tS.'EEfET 

tee 





fqro 


1946 

9,100. 00 

9,100. 00 

273. 00 
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(1) 

(8) 

(8) 

(10) 


(11) 


1)0 





— 

444. 00 

felT 001 1 0 

439. 44 

— 




Tt wr '-hit) 

1 . 56 






444. 00 





780. 00 

Poo r s 1 -!! 4 

772. 20 






OT'ft T 3pt 9 04 Mp|9 

7. 80 






780. 00 




1,350. 00 

felT *T0T 5ETT3T 

1,336. 50 





tok *rf 

13. 50 






1,350. 00 



_ 

273. 00 

f?0T ’TOT *91 o 

270. 26 






ti <^ii <. ^rt *ri oTio 

2. 74 






273. 00 
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( 1 ) 


( 2 ) (3) 


{*) 


(5) 


( 6 ) 






io tNt srarrn^ni <fa=£V i -i ^■'^ck 3 sri^ra - 

JTTSilfa+- ferr^PT 1946 
^TTTJRft 


12 6^r<i'JT jhk ^t?r wr %<hm Rr ttht f^ friT 3 ^r 

f%^ ^T, ?TH3< ?T«TTT faWTHT, 'TirnwY 1946 

zfHifmnfr 

ij'sltll H'i'ti HHtcf "4(6 


1 3 T?t TRt ^6" TT? ifd^k, sRTW 3 ^Rt^d wM< ll i ^TT] 

4twhV 1946 7 , 300.00 




5,800. 00 5,800. 00 174. 00 


ii *imi< 1 n^iRuft tot E n-f'F^' ^p4 c f, ht<i sr-qif-cjft^mT 3 uR?6d <?Hi<\f< ,j i ^yr 

W WKT«nft 1946 1,63,100.00 1,63,100.00 6,913.00 


1,500. 00 1,500. 00 45. 00 


7,300.00 219.00 
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(?) 

(8) (9) 


(10) 

(11) 

So 

So 

So 

So 


— 

174.00 forr - *TT 35TF3T 

172. 26 

— 




1.74 





174. 00 




6,913.00 ferTSST 5XTF3T 

6,836. 62 

.. _ 

3 nfem 3 tm nrn sqnnsrc 



76. 38 


1946 3?r 18,300 ST^ 

nfcmfer Tt 25 s! sr ■: etf 



6,913. 00 


©nfe' % sir Jr % 725.00 
st% flTsntn ferr % 3 r sftn 

— 

45.00 fenssTsnnsr 

44. 54 


ns fr mz fns «r, nfer 


?tst>ts st T?tsr 

0. 46 


nssrst TVn ^ sn>n 

srm ts t>s sft *sV 1 



45. 00 


sm ■st TTTTT % fnq tkttI 
# srr sft | 1 

— 

219.00 felT ’ l '(ST oSTW 

216. 80 





2. 20 





219. 00 
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(1) (2) (3) (4 5) (6) 


•fVft wf 

1 4 5i feN ftRTT ^Itt y Rrtiti I 3 ^Rl^d < u l ^ 

f^ffe "Nltf Pifa, , Tg’ql'?i 1946 


51,800. 00 


51,800. 00 


1,554. 00 


5TSRcB 

15 ^f^SPTFT^rRT flfipT, ?PR fWT STifaf 3 Sr%SRT WW 'GW 

?*mr ?m ?Pr^rr, 1946 16,600.00 

'H*SH;±> 3 ilRl^ld fq=hi^i ^-T 

1970-75 1,800.00 

Tnppfa ^■^nn’cri' 14,500.00 

TT^tn ^ra - TO 2,800.00 35,700.00 1,132.00 

16 ^fTR- smRr^, 3 srfasitf ^rrcn?!T ^qt 

t^o ^to ?n|o IT7TO 1946 

'Tffo wi l?T 

otto 


1,06,600. 00 1,06,600. 00 


3,198. 00 




■^o *50 

— 1,5 54, 00 ferr JnTTSTT^ 

?ra>K tt *rf iff r 


1,132. 00 feTTWTsqTT 

tr<*7<3tfzrmJ'wrw 


3,198.00 ferr , RT5TT^' 

tl <«t<l < Tt o4l 'Ft’ET 



So 

1,538. 46 
15. 54 

1,554. 00 

1,120. 67 
11.33 

1,132. 00 

3 , 166 . 02 
31. 98 

3,198. 00 
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(?) 


( 8 ) 


<*) 


Tj O 

350.00 forr jutt htpt 

qfi fr *rnt 


"?j 0 

346. 50 
3. 50 

350. 00 

[TW<TT° l/l/ 70 -etc> ifYo f 0 ] 
■fl I TcfOT TOFU % r&TSfT I 
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New Delhi , the 30 th July 1970 

S.O. 2629, —In the notification o£ the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Finance (Department of Economic Aflairs) (Office of the Treasurer Of Charitable: 
Endowments for India) No. S. O. 2745, dated the 15th June, 1968, published at pages 

3653 to 3685 in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, sub-section (ill, dated the 
3rd August, 1968, in “Part I— List of Properties, other than Securities” at pages 

3654 and 3655, for the entries in column 6 against Serial No, 1, the following entries 
shall be substituted, namely: — - 

‘‘All that piece or parcel of land along with all buildings and structures 
standing thereon, situated at Kalkaji, Delhi, (Block F, Kalkajih 
containing by admeasurement 17.47 acres or thereabouts and bounded : 
On North 75’ wide road from West to East for 545'-6" of the boundary" 
line, 39' Approach Head from North to South covering 180’ and 
then turning along the boundary line towards East covering: 
the remainder 328'. 

On East Government land at present vacant. 

On South 80' wide road. 

On West 44' wide road with a block of houses (known as ‘F’ Block} and 
open land across the Road.” 

[No. F.l/40/68-SB-TCE(I,)I 
fe-ft, 30 vTHTf, 1970. 

TTo WTo 2629. — 3, OTRcT, 1968 %■ HTW % TfHW % HTH ii, UpfST 3, 

(li) if 7*3 3653 H 3685 dTi if RTiTfHcr WRT TTPffR, fw HHTWT, 

pT¥rFr(flTTcr % gtf sprpft % HtHqrrr hi TTHfaH) ftit is i 968 T?r 

HGRTTTo 5TT° 2745 t ^ 36545fh: 3655 RT, "HR! l-Hfft«jffRni It f*T5T WTffRff 
% pteit 6 ii wi i % hrrT Hi spjfori % pw it fdRfd1%cr s Rf f fer or 
srldWifad' ^ HRRfi, — 

"HmHT sfr ftrvfi (SHT56 ^IH56T5fi) if fP7ct HOfa HT ^3 JR RUT 
mi 3H 0 T Rlti RtL dRfHft 5T%, fHRTT SJd'bH 17.47 

qT wi | i hV - swt 53 ifi hhtt; ft : — 


hht ir 

54553 6 ^ ^ % hhhtth 'rftw ir tr 75 53 rWrttl, 

HoTT it RfSTH "hi HtT VI 1 ii HTHT 3 9 J3 TT RRf aft 180^3 dHl 

ft *ftT Hi HR% RR *fiHr ftiRT % RTR-RTH ^ STtT RTHT ft dHT fHP%. 
TPd’fd HR 328 J3 HRTT ft I 


1 * * 

raft Trtftr Hi hhh qr^fr Tit ^ ft i 

it 

80 53 Rftii RHTT tfk 
Rfwr it $ 

4 4 $3 ntei hhh *ffa wnftt ht itr, fn% 'qV *hrp ngfi ft, rrt ra 
% RTC i|Hi H*fiH ft I 


[Ro tT<£o l/ 40 / 68 ->- Ro^fc'^ioRiofo (i) ] 
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S-O. 2630. — In the notification cf the Government of India in the Ministry of 
^Finance (Department of Economic Affairs) (Office of the Treasurer of Charitable 
Endowments lor India) No. S.O. 3197, dated the 15th June, 1969, published at pages 

3397 to 3427 in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, sub-section (il), dated the 
9th August, 1969, in "Part I— List of Properties, other than Securities” at pages 

3398 and 3399, for the entries in column 6 against Serial No, 1, the following 
^entries shall be substituted, namely: — 

‘‘All that piece or parcel of land along with all buildings and structures 
standing thereon, situated at Kailtaji, Delhi, (Block F, Kalkaji) 
containing by admeasurement 17-47 acres or thereabouts and bounded: 

On North 75' wide road from West to East for 545'-0" of the boundary 
line, 39' Approach Head from North to South covering 180’ and 
and then turning along the boundary line towards East covering 
the remainder 328'. 

On East Government land at present vacant. 

On South 80' wide road. 

On West 44' wide road with a block of houses (known as ‘F’ Block) and 
open land across the Road.” 

[No. F-l/4O/08-SB-TCE(II.)] 

D. KASBEKAR, 
Treasurer of Charitable 
Endowments for India. 

ddo dp 2630. — 9, dHTT, 1969 % dRT % TTJRd % dTd ii, 3 dRd"*' 
(ii)JT'TE5 3397 d 3427 dd Jf TTfftld dRT dJTR, fad dSTdd (ddfadrd) 
’(dRd % 'JT TTTTR dd drrd?dd) diT 15 1969 Tt dfil^ddr dddr 

ddodfo 3197 % TC5 3398 dk 3399'R"dPT 1 — dfa^fadt ?T fdd d»rfddf 

^dt’’ % FUd 6 Jf Td d^Tr 1 % dldJ Tt dfafkdf % IRM dd fatdfdfad JTTfkdf dfd- 
ddrfdd -k dfa<ft — 

'Vddd 3ft fewft (sddF "CP£” ddvTdrr 3ft) Jf ftdd ddtd w 'JU 
-ITT dd ddl dd TC Uft drft ?dRd dk dfdtr'Y faddf 17.47 dT dd% 

^ddd I dk ^d'dd dfaft Sd TTR £ : 
ddR Jr 

545 6 ^ddfr iftdT ^<3T % dr«T-dr«T dfadd d dt 7 5 $1 dtfT d?d 
dtr t d dfwd dft dk dfa diwr 395 ? dr dfd drf dt 1 so 5 r 
dtdT | dk d‘r dd% dK dtdr ^ur % dr«r : dr«r ^ dtr: d[fjr % ddr 

fdd% dddfd dd 328 5dd dRTT | I 

*i*\ Jr 

dddrtt ddTd dt ?d ddd STRft dft | I | 

•d%yr Jr 

80 dkt dTd dk 
«f?dd Jr 

44 d\ft (df dk ddbft dl d'P diST (fd^ - $dRl ^ f) ddT 
td$d % m 1 t rrjdt ^ 1 

[do iTdlo l/40/68-rrdodto-€todtofo(ii)] 
d 0 dd#dR, 

dRd % SHRdf % dkl ld I 
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CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

(Income-tax) 

New Delhi , the 13 th January 1970 

S.O. 2631 ., — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (I) of Section 122 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) ana of all other powers enabling it in that behalf and In 
supersession of all the previous notifications in this regard the Central Board of Direct Taxes 
hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant Commissoners oflncome-tax ofthc ranges specified in 
column I ofthe Schedul below shall perfoim their functions in respect of all persons and incomes 
assessed to Income-tax or Super-tax in the Income-tax circles, Wards and Districts specified in 
the corresponding entry in column 2 thereof; — 

Schedule 


Range Income-tax Circles, Wards and Districts 


I 2 


A-Range, Amritsar. 1. In respect of orders passed by Income-tax Officers upto and in- 

cluding 14-7-1967. 

(1) Distt. I, Amritsar. 

(it) Distt. II(i) to II(v), Amritsar. 

(iff) Distt. III(iv), Amritsar. 

(iv) Special Survey Circle, Amritsar (in respect of persons who 
have their principal place of business in or reside in the 
jurisdiction of Distt. I, II and III(iv), Amritsar). 

(v) Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect of persons who reside 
in the jurisdiction of DiBtt. I, II and III(iv), Amritsar). 

2. In respect of orders passed by the Income tax Officers after 
14-7-1967. 

(1) Distt. 1 ( 1 ), Amritsar. 

(u'l Distt. I(ii), Amritsar. 

(iii) Addl. Distt. I(ii), Amritsar. 

(iv) Distt. I(iii), Amritsar. 

(u) Addl. Distt, I(iii), Amritsar. 

0 vi ) Distt. I (iv), Amritsar. 

(nil) Distt, I(v), Amritsar- 
(niii) Addl. Distt. I(v), Amritsar. 

(ix) Distt. I(vi), Amritsar. 

(x) Addl. Distt. I(vi), AmritBar. 

(xi) Distt. II(i), Amritsar. 

3. All Income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts having headquarters 
at Mandi. 

4. Special Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons who reside 
in the district of Mandi). 

B-Range, Amritsar. 1. In respect of the orders passed by the Income-tax Officers upto 

and including 14-7-1967. 

(0 District III (i), III (ii). III (iii), III (v) and III (vi), 
Amritsar, 

(ii) Central Circles, I, II and III, Amritsar. 

(tii'j Central Circles I and II, Ludhiana. 

(iv) Central Circle, Ambala. 

( v ) Special Survey Circle, Amritsar (in respect of persons 
who have their principal place of business in or reside 
in the jurisdiction of Disstt. III(i), III(ii), Ill(iii), III(v) 
and III(vi) , Amritsar, Central Circles, 1 , 11 , 111 , Amritsar 
and Central Circles, Ludhiana), 

(vi) Special Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons who 
have their principal place of business in or reside in the- 
jurisdiction of Central Circle, Ambala). 
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( Wi ) Salary Circle, Jullucdur (in respect of persons who 
reside in the jurisdiction of Distt, III(i), III(ii), IH(iii), 
III(v) and III(vi), Amritsar, Central Circles, 1 , 11 , III, 
Amritsar). 

2. In respect of orders passed by the Income-tax Officers after 

14-7-1967- 

( 0 ) Distt. II(ii) to Il(iii), Amritsar. 

(ii) Central Circles, Amritsar. 

(lii) Central Circle, Ludhiana. 

(iv) Central Circle, Ambala. 

C-Range, Amritsar. 1. All Income-tax CicleB, wards or Districts having headquarters 

at. 

(<) Batala, 

(ii) Gurdaspur. 

2. All Incometax Circles, wards or Districts having headquarters 
at Amritsar other than those mentioned in column 2 above 
against A-Rangc, Amritsar and B-Range, AmritBar. 

3. Special Survey Circle, Amritsar (in respect of persons who have 
their principal place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction 
of Income-tax Officers, Batala and Gurdaspur). 

4. Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect of persons who reside in the 
jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Batala and Gurdaspur). 

Jullundur. 1. All Income-tax Circles, wards or Districts having headquarters 

at: — 

(1) Jullundur, 

(ii) Pathankot. 

2. Special Survey Circle, Amritsar (in respect of persons who have 
their principal place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction 
of Income-tax Officers, Jullundur and Pathankot). 

3. Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect of persons who reside in the 
jurisdiction of income-tax Officers, Jullundur and Pathankot). 

A-Range, Ludhiana. 1. All Income-tax Circles, wards or Districts havirg hecdaunUra 

at: — 

(t) Khanna, 

(fi) Moga, 

(iii) Sangrur. 

2. Addl.f A-ward, Ludhiana. 

3. B-ward, Ludhiana. 

4. H-ward, Ludhiana. 

5. Special Survey Circle, Amristsar (in respect of persons who have 
their principal place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction 
of Income-tax Officers, Addl. A ward Ludhiana, B-ward, 
Ludhiana and H-ward, Ludhiana, Moga and Khanna). 

6 . Special Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons who have their 

principal place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction pf 
Income-tax Officers, Sangrur). ^ 

7. Salary Cirlce, Jullundur (in respect of persons who reside in the 
jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Addl. A-w n. Ludhiana 
B-ward, Ludhiana, H-ward, Ludhiana, Khanna, M°ga and 
Sangrur). 

B-ward, Ludhiana. 1. All Income-tax Circles, wards or Districts having headquarters 

at Ludhiana other than those mentioned in colum 2 above 
against A-Range, Ludhiana. 
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3 — Ward Ludhiana 


A — Range, P#tlala 


B-Range, Patiak 


B-Range, Patiala 


Ambala 


2. All Income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts having headquar- 

ters at Hoshiarpur. 

3. Special Survey Circle, Amritsar ( in respect of persons who 
have their principal place of business in o r reside in the juris- 
diction of income-tax Officers at Ludhiana other than those 
mentioned in column 2 above against A-Range Ludhiana and 
Hoshiarpur. 

4. Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect of persons who reside in the 
jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers at Ludhiana other than those 
mentioned in column 2 above against A-Range Ludhiana and 
Hoshiarpur. 

1. All Income-tax Circles, Wards Or Districts having headquarters 
at Chandigarh. 

2 Companies Circle, Patiala (except in respect of persons presently 
assesscablc b\ the Income-tax Officer, Companies Ward, Rohtak) 

3. Additional B-Ward, Patiala. 

4. C-Ward, Patiala. 

5. Special Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons y ho have 
their principal place of business in or reBide in the jurisdiction 
of Income-tax Officers, Chandigarh, Addl. B-Ward, Patiala, 

C-Ward, Patiala and Companies Circle, Patiala, (except in respect 
of persons presently assessable by the Income-tax Officer, Com- 
panies Ward, Rohtak). 

6. Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect of persons who reside in the 
jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Chandigarh, Addl B-Ward 
Patiala, C-Ward, Patiala and Companies Circle, Patiala (except 
in respect of persons presently assessable by the Income-tax 
Officer, Companies Ward, Rohtak) 

1. All Income-tax Circles, Wards Or Districts having headquarters 
at: — 

( 1 ) Bhatinda, 

Cm) Ferozepur, 

(ui) Abohar, 

(iv) Jind. 

2. All Income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts having headquarters 
at Patiala other than those mentioned in column 2 above against 
A-Range, Patiala. 

3. Special Survey Circle, Amritsar, (in respect of persons who have 
Aeir principal place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction of 
RtcOme-tax Officers, Ferozepur and Abohar) 

4. Special Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons who 
have their principal place of business in or reBide i n the juris- 
diction of Income-tax Officers, Bhatinda, Jind and Income-tax 
Officers at Patiala other than those menuonedin column 2 above 
against A-Range, Patiala). 

5. Salary Circle, Jullundur(in respect of persons whoresidcin the 
jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Bhatinda, Jind, Ferozepur, 
Abohar and income-tax. Officer at Patiala other than those men- 
tioned in column 2 abovt against A-Range, Patiala. 

1. All Income-tax Circle, Wards or District having headquarters 

at: — 

(1) Ambala (except Central Circle, Ambala). 
til) Yamuu a n a gar. 

(111) Karnal. 

(iv) Panipat. 

(ti) Simla. 

2. Special Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons 
who have their principal place of business in or reside in 
the Districts of Ambala, Karnal and Simla). 
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3. Salary Circle. Jullundur (in respect of ‘persons who reside 
in the Districts of Ambalal and Karnal). 

A-Range, Rohtak. 1. All Income-tax Circles, Wards or Districes having headquar- 

ters at : 

(«') Sonepat. 

(ii) Sirsa. 

2. A-Ward, Rohtak. 

3. Companies Ward, Rohtak. 

4. Companies Circle, Patiala (in respect Of persons presently 
assessable by the income-tax Officer, Companies Ward 
Rohtak). 

5. Special Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons who have 
their principal place of business in or reside in the jurisdic- 
tion of income-tax Officers, Sortcpat, Sirsa, A-Ward, Rohtak 
Companies Ward, Rohtak and Companies Circle, Patiala 
in respect of persons who are presently assessable by the 
Income-tax Officer, Companies Ward, Rohtak). 

6. Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect of persons who reside in the 
juricidiction of Income tatt Officers, Sonepat, Sirca, A-Ward 
Rohtak, Companies Ward, Rohtak and Companies Circle 
Patiala in respect of persons who are presently assessable by 
the income-tax Officer, Companies Ward, Rohtak). 

sB-Range, Rohtak. 1. All Income-tax Circles, Wards o r Districts having headquar- 

ters at : — 

(i) Gurgaon, 

(ii) Faridabad, 

(ii*) Hissar. 

2. All Income tax Circles, Wards Or Districts having headquarters 
at Rohtak other than those mentioned in column 2 agunst A- 
Range, Rohtak. 

3. Special Surbey Circle, Patiala (in respect Of persons who 
have their principal place of business in or reside in the 
jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Gurgaon, Faridabad 
Hissar and the Income-tax Officers at Rohtak other than 
those mentioned in column 2 against A-Range, Rohtak). 

4. Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect Of persons who reside 
in the Jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers at Rohtak other 
than those mentioned- in column 2 against A-Range, Rohtak). 

Jammu. 1. All income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts having headquarter* 

at : — • 

(fi Jammu. 

(jj 1 Srinagar. 


Where an IncOme-tax Circle, Waul, and Di trict Or part thereof stands tran iferred by 
■this Notification front one range to a • -thcr rang , appeals arising out of assessmt’ r, made in 
that income tax Circle, Ward o r Distr ct or part t ierc of and ptinding immediately l'fore the 
date of this notification before the Appllate Assistant Commissioner of Range f r om whom that 
Income-tax Circle, Ward Or District Or part therOf is transferred shall from the date this notifica- 
tion shall take effect, be transferred to and dealt with by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner 
of the Range to whom the said Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is transferred. 

This notification shall take effect from 15th January, 1970. 


Explanatory Notes 

The revision of jurisdiction has become necessary on account of rc-Organisatiot tfthc appe- 
late ranges in the Commissioner’s charge. 

(The above note does not form a part of the notification but is intended to be merely clarlficj- 

t°ny). 

[No. 7(F. No. 261/1/70-ITJ).] 
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'T f 13 1970 

*1° Sflo 2631. — HTW7 FfafRR, 1 961 ( 1961 3T 43) *f?t STKT 122 
Tt rjqsrFT ( i ) axu sr^f TTfRrxT *flr FqSr xt wt rift 370ft srt Rfft 

urfaoun qrr sraft^r qnit go; srk onft srftr^rwr xt qf^Rr «frr^ 

grf SRIST 3F aft# IfcTTsUTT ^cTT £ f% ?ft% 3?t RFJRl % 1 if 

tRt X STFRT *Pftoft TTgRX FRXT RT Riff ^fodHf % 5ff< TF 1WT 
% S«FST if FI^T S73t TT qTOR Xtif off SF (SFTg^f) T FT*F 2 if R^THf Slfafe if 
ftftftR 5n3¥T 9f%*TT, Trcf *fl7 fam if FPTRJ- FT Ffrm: % fair froffCcT grr£ ; — 


*1^ 



5TFRR FfqR, zti 5fk f^r 

1 

2 

*f — % r, sFfFn: 

1. 14-7-1967 TX sftT FfgT FPTT7 srftmffm 
5TTTT qTfTxr f%TT Tpr FT^FT Xt 3TRT: — 


(i) faFT I, *pfFrc 

(ii) ftHT II, (i) if II (v) <pf, ttrfp: 

(iii) f^RTT III (iv) fffft 

(iv) fasta 7F?$Fr Ffxor, 5Pj?rcrc (ft wrfqRft 

*f?T 3T3F frpm fw I, II, sfh III (iv) 
sf^ffr qft Ffwif-Rr Jr «hK<m< w 

T^TFT ^ FT ^TrSr ft3TFqTFt£)| 

(v) WRT FORTT (TFT oqffRff qft 

oft fw I, II, «fk III (iv),5njcFn; vt 

vfroifRF Sr fRTTF ^ £ ) 


2. 14-7-1967 % TRTcj; OTTFT Fftmfoff JRI 
qTfcr Pr>n vA*?i qft 


(i) fro I (i), FTfrar 

(ii) fjRT I (ii), ’4669 < 

(iii) Ff-ffiRT f^RT I (ii) snjfR 

(iv) f^FTT I (iii) 

(v) srftrfiTRT foron I (iii), «nj?rcn; 

(Vi) f^IRTT I (iv) tmjdiu 

(vii) faOTT I (v) 5nfFR 
(viii) Ffofwr foon I (v), spjfrcrc 
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(ix) km i, (vi), qw: 

(x) srPifw km I (vi), iffur 

(xi) km II (i), 

3. # FR HERR *fer, fe, FT kkT kfe *JWT- 

"FT nkt it ^ 

4. kfe feFT nf%T, 'iferRT fe suffer 

nm nr fei kr% n fern tut I ) i 

*3T — tR, SPJIPR . . 1. 14-7-67 ?TFlfk nfe :, 4TWi STffefkff 

sru Tfe 5 tn%vfr stt^t i 

(i) tfe III (i), III (ii), HI (iii) III 
(v) sfk Ill (vi) , *njfHrr 1 

(ii) vfer nfer I, II, irk III, inum i 

(iii) fek fen 1 n*k 1 1 , fernETT i 

(iv) feR fetm, nkm i 

(v) kfe fern *fer, ’iFJcFRT (YT sfefei 

kmrr III (i), III (ii), III 

(iii),III(v) srklll (vi)kkr, ipffk 
% kk iifer I, II, III nTpurc nk %nfk 
rfef nferFIT TT irffeffe ii TURK spi 
wr rw $ nr ife fern fer |) 

(vi) kfe fern fern, fenm ( rt Rffet 
jffinrwferTr %fe fern hmmi 
irffefkrT ii *frrr ft mm | nr 
?nir fern Frit ^ i 

(vii) ferfem wn, (rt sfefet Ht 
fur nt III (i), IH(ii), Ill(iii) III 
(v) irk III (vi) kmt, *fjifr, kakr 
rfer I, II, III iFfER Ft nffefurr it 
fern Frit 

2. 14-7-1967 % vmiri ITR+T nffefkrt IRT 

Tfe *feu Ft sum 

(i) km I (ii) iill (iii) iff, smrrR 1 

(ii) q fern, tnjnnx 1 

(iii) sk fern, ^femr 1 

(iv) fe fern, whihi 1 
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tt-tr, otjott . . 1 . t m ottot r Pot Pott 

(i) ^di'-tr 

(ii) JTWT'JT 

if | i 

2 . Turn rot 2 ii ot t-re srjrr sr_ 

rjrr % Ruff *rfOTT %, Pot t tr 

OTRfR HfOT, r£ R POT fjR% H5ROTT OTRTR 

>0 c. 

ii t I 

3. fwr trot tiTot, rjrr (rt qit 

ROT fRRT RHTRT 9 TR TJRTTPJT T 'RRTR 
STpERTfTR R Trf^RTpRT ii WWT TT TJ®T 
rsr Irotot^ PROTOTirt ) i 

4. RR EpfR, OTTER (gTf RfrcRT ROT 3ft 

ottot *rk ttotfi-r % srrr *rfsrenfRi Ti 

wfanfRI if fTROTOTit i) I 

"SETTER , . 1. # TR OTRfR TTpRf, Rt R fRR pOT% TJOTEOT 

(i) OTTER 

(ii) OTRRR 

ii f I 

2. Hr TROT Tri%r3, SHTOTT (OT strfRRT 
ROT fOTRT OTTER Sltr OTRRR HOT 
ErfsmfRi OT ETfijRrpTR if TRRT Tf EOT 
otot | ttt sir RRr fRmr OTit | ) i 

3. tOT ElOT, OTSE (OT OTpFRTi ^ ROT 

sft otter *fk ottrer % stptot srfETTrfufr 
’tfi sTfERTferr if Potte ott! | i ) 

-OT-^, ijjfsRRT . . 1. $ OT REOT TlfOT, R# R fOTT pOT% E5RRT 

(i) SOT 

(ii) eRt 

(iii) trot: 

*r f i 

2. WfafTOT, OT— ST#, ^STRR I 
■3. S-Ri, ttFertr I 

4. OTR#, ^fERTR I 
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5 - fWT ETWT STOTTO (m sirfkWT 

kt «( f«tei' fjlH+T ’A (d Pwi 3 T— ^ 1 i , TfsTHM 1 1 
fffsrmm kh sr-mi, km kk <srsrT 
k 4 iN+< srfEinfkft kt ?rfgvrfw kvnmT 
wj mm | nr kt mk fkmr mk | ) i 

6. kkl E^EJTT k%T( TfolMr (TT ^srpRTTt 

kt mm km kmr k wftmfkTt 

kt srfy+ikrii k tor *pt *|w mm $ jit kt 

3 kk' f-TTRT TOTt t l) 

7. km Hfkr, mrm:, (m arfkm kt mm kt 
srfkikm ^-mk, Tfijiim, T-mk, ^fumrn 
*r-mk, kenrr?rr wrr, km kk tot k 
fw kwTkkf kt irfmkn k fkra 
TTOT | ) I 

?-mk, fftrnmr . .1- mum tot 2 k kt T-kr, ^jfarTrsTr k 

TTO ^riror 5 mk far k m wto nfer, 
mim fkkfmk ^wrmTjfOTm k| 1 

2. % m ?rmpT frfer, «ii 4 jtt fkkr fm% 

kfcfTTTT k £ 1 

3. fkk mfom irfkm, snjmu: (m mffmt kt 
mm kt miktm mm 2 k, v-kr wfkmrn 
kk ^tfkmmp; % mkr km k fmr kkrm 
% wm kkmfkrf kr srfamfkT k fkmr 
mm| ) 1 

4. km kkr, (m mfmkt kt mm kt mrUm 

2 k, ^-kr, kwm kk krfkmrjc 
% mkt kkm k fksr Tfkmm % srmm; sifk-- 
spTfkft kt srfmFTfkrr k fmnr mk 1 1 

^■-kr, Tform . . 1. 3 m wit+ t nfkr, mkm fkkfmk’jwm 

mktm k f 1 

2. mmft kkr 'rfkrm (mr °m fknkt kt mmr 
% fkmir kt mkt mrkt mk kt^mr k rnw* 
^fsrmkr sra fkutk £) 1 

3. srfkfrm as — mk, ifkmm 1 

4. *r-mk, Tfkrm i 
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5. fdra m fornu ('TT Aq P m d 

aura fdraa ■adaa, ddda ar-art, 
qpi^Mr, a-aii, afcam ak amd afdr 
'Tfwm ^ 5TFTTT srRmfam d dSRafTfTT 
Jr ^rnir aa aaa ?ara | ar d ^aSr taara 
adt | I ( sqffrdf d aura % fro? d 
soft arad yr#, d^ayr % Tnaar dayrrd am 
fdrfa | )i 

6. tar afda, aaarr (ay ay-fdat d array 
d add? afyfdy T-ari, qferm, a-ar#, 
adam ark r +^4>f) yfyrr yfsram % 
dyarkar d daaakyr Sr fyyrr amt | (ay 
®i fAfTTT d aray % fyyra d wd yyqd yd, 

% trtt ?rfwfft am fyd4 rr ) i 

ay — kr, Mfeam t . 1. a aa ?TFTTT Ef%T, yisT TT fdf fdl% '•jayTTa : 

(i) yfdr 

(ii) frfdjT: 

(iii) mm 

(iv) da 
ir | i 

2. TITfafT ¥nr 2 4 T-ty, TfeWT % and 
qfrld a f#TT St ya STraTT ddr, ql4 aT Pd faq^i 

aaaraa akamirt') i 

3. fyya yadr yfdr, yjjyyT (yy syfaraf 
d qiqq fym fy>dq 'i < *rk ?ryl§<. % tpttt 
yfyarkat d *rfy+iP<di Sf +i <a i < ar ijay 
Tara | tt d ?dr fdnr ;yd | i. 

4. fadr yada dm, a [dnn (ay ^afayar 
d srw fyyar yfraT, da % =w raar daankaf 
d yfy+iPryi Sr «rk yktay ymr 2 it ar- 
dr Tforrm $ yT*d afar Sr fyy qrfearwr % 

SETTTTT sfrfOTTTTff d ddfnkTT St a KM IT 

yy aw my f aT d sdr fany amt f ) 1 

5 . aaa nldrwsT, (ar syfyaald aiay d 
ykar, da, P+KfTjr, yakr % aryanc y ftp 
arkd d dEradda Sr ak aaday 
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2 if, T-tTT, Tferm % ETJTT % fHW 

qfd^MI T 5TTTTT SifsrTrfufr ^ STfaTlfTTI 

£; % ) I 

lEHanHT . . 1. t 5TTTTT eFtT, TT# TT f3H% JT«TT- 

?nr ; 

(i) MHiHr ( eFtt, suTurr % farm) 
(li) TJRRHT 

(iii) qrTrTFT 

(iv) trVtt 

(v) ftiwr 

2 . fqsTT ew'jt ?rt%T, qfrtrrrr (tt sq-ft=nrf 
# W f^FTTT TRETr, T T TTT sffc fsPTTT % 
frfTT it TTTtTTT TT E5T l qj STT fwtf 

| )l 

3. TTT s1%H, RPTT (TT 4?t ^ft 

whi sfa tptpt % farm n fa^mr | ) i 

T--T3T, . . 1. fW OTTTT e 1%T, TTT 4T fVt f3ff% JjW 

(i) TT'ft'TTT 

(ii) ftnsrr 

% | 1 

2 . T— qit, TT?TT I 

3. 'R'-I'fl *(13, Tt^fTT I 

4. 4> +-H 'll * t Ft l 4'j TfdMl^il ( 'TT 3! lfTTTf ^>V ^ I<nc1 
qfr suit qn^pft qrf, tt^ctt % srrw* wfisrirnf) 
SRI fT«rf4 t ) I 

5. tWT TTTSTW (^T 5 TftcRT 4?) JTRT 

fjpm mrtqtr, ftran, t-ttt, Uwt, 'Rrft- 
3is, 1 'JT ^TftrWf q?T <ni«icl 

qft spit % STRUFT M PtlTTfUTli 

sttt ftruW?;, +H'fi e1%?t, T fcqH r % wim 
srfy4>if\ I ft qlt srfti =ti 1 Rci i It tpstt Jjtsq ?*tet 

I *it ^fr Rut ftw % ) 1 
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6. tdF #f, WR (^T wrfwiff FRR 3ft 
TftfWr, fJrrqr, T-Rri, Tt^FF, sfTPpft mi 
Tt^rr % *rk mx ®rf<RRff ^t FMarsfr soft 
Trqrft mi 0?m+ wftrcrJt rrof^rW 

%, 'tn-M T ft Hf%FT, TfeFTFTT % 5TTFFi"F wftlFilfjFf 
Fit !TftmfkTT if faWTTrT |) I 

FT— 1 3f, T^TEF , . 1 . ^ HF MN'H FfFRT, qi^ FT f^R% F7SFTFFT 

(l) TTfiTRT 

(ii) FiftaMK 
(ili) f^nr 

A £ i 

2. 2 Jr ft-Jft % *rpRt srf&ra" Jr fmr £ 

HF ?TTFF>"F tilq> f ”i, Fk FT f3|% f3TF% JjFFRTF 
Tt^FF Jr | I 

3. f^F tp&PT Ff%H TfeTTHT (FF 3FfFFFT 
qfr fiff ftFFFT »j;sftf, qvdFTFTF, f£rrR ftftt 
^rftmfJm q?r nfwfcrr Jr wk ffff 2 itr- 
Jk fr^n+ % rrnr^ f^tf Jr farr tt??ff 
F fiRFrfjFT qJt fIf ^ 1 P v <~i 1 Jr q <1 q < ft fw 
?«ttf I zrr ^rJf Iffth ftJt | ) 1 

4. £ff FfFF, (tfhf 2 Jr f-Tf 0^d*h 

% FTFF fPff Jf fVrw FF =qfVdFt Ft 4TW 3ft 
■Jt^rFF % FTFFT FfFFTfTFf FT FftfFTkdr Jt 
(WF FF?T | ) I 

. . . l.£FF>4M + <FfFF, ft£ FT fcfJrfSF# ^|M4 

(i) 3F1J; 

(ii) «ftF>K 

Jr 1 1 


sr^t If Ffa^FFT fft *t# Flf ftffz FfFF, mi stt Puft m ffft Ft^ 
ftf t*f J^Jl^k ^ Jr sRtfJF ft fft FFt ff ftfft Ffw, ftf m ft ff£t 
fa^ft fif Jr fFsrkkt % qftFnTRFFF qft qf ifM, 3ft ?f Fftr^FFT qfr Frfkr Jr skr 
qsJt ff Jk % *pftsfr fsjff ft^ft % ffst FfkrF *f1r, fcraJt f? ftfft fIff, fpf 

FT fFFT FT FFFT Ftf FTF SRFfcF FT ftF FFT |, $F Ffa^FFT % FFl£t fFt q£ Rlft^ 
Jt^Jk^, f^Flir ^TFT FfTH, FT? FT pFFTT FT 3FFT A^f. FTF W'dRd FF fetT FFT %„ 
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TTmfl TSETffi STREET T1 SFrifm ft TITTf Wtl fFTTJ if ffiRTTIfft TT iffHt 

l '5 

Tpm £ri Tt Trmft i 

^fj^TTT 15, TTTTl, 19 70 T TfllTf S'TTt I 

rq .£> ,TTT t^TET : — 

TfHTrfTfrr tt ^Tfr^TT truer % <111 TTTd T irfrrt tTi % ^ 5 T % TiTh 
W I *1 [ft TOT & I 


t) I 


(tteIOTT fcOTT TI TT ^ fa*j tr^T IT^TTot % faff OTlftfOTT 

[To 7 (ffifo To 261/1/70-^0 £to to)] 


New Delhi, the 25th March, 1970 

S.O.2632. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 122 Of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 oi tc>6i) and of all other powers enabling it in that behalf and in super- 
session of all the previous notifications in this regard the Central Board of Direct Taxes, hereby 
directs that the Appellate Assistant Commissioners of Income-tax of the range specified in column 
1 of the Schedule below shall p_rform their functions in respect of all persons and incomes assessed 
to income-tax or super-tax in the Income-tax Circlts, Wards and Districts specified in the corres- 
ponding entry in column 2 thereof: — 


Schedule 


Range 


Income-tax Circles, Wards a n d Districts 


r 


2 


A-Range, Amritsar . 1. in respect of orders passed by Income-tax Officers upto and 

i lcluding 14-7-1967. 

(i) Distt. I, Amritsar. 

(ii) Distt. II (i) , Amritsar to Distt, II (v), Amritsar. 

(in) Distt. lll(i), III(ii), Ill(iii), III (iv), III(v) and III(vi), 
Amritsar. 

(iv) Special Survey Circle, Amritsar [in respect of persons who 
have their principal place of business in or reside in the 
juu -diction of Distt. I, II, 111 ( 0 , Ill(ii), III (iii). III (iv), 
Illfv) and III(vi) Amritsar. ] 

(v) Salary Circle, Jullundur [in respect of persons who reside 
in the jurisdiction of Distt. I, II and III, Amritsar-] 

2. In respect of orders passed by the income-tax Officers after 
14-7-1067. 

(i) All circles and wards in Distt. I at Amritsar. 

3. All income-tax Circle, W'ards or Districts having headquarters 

at Batal®. 

B-RaUge, Amritsar- . 1. In respect of the orders passed by the Income-tax Officers upto 

and including 14-7-1967; 

(i) Central Circles I, II and III, Amritsar. 

(ii) Central Circles I and II, Ludhiana. 

(iii) Central Circle, Ambala, 

(iv) Special Survey Circle, Amritsar [in respect of persons who 
have their principal place of business in or reside in the juris- 
diction of Central Circles I, II, III, Amritsar and Central 
Circles, Ludhiana.] 
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C-Range, Amritsar 


J ullundur. 


Jammu . 


A-Rangc, Ludhiana 


(v) Special Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons who 
have their principal place of business in Or reside in the 
Jurisdiction of Central Circle, Ambala). 

(vi) Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect Of persons who reside in 
the jurisdiction of Central Circles I, II, III (Amritsar). 

2. in respect of Orders passed by the IncOme-tax Officers after 
14-7-1967. 

(i) Central Circles, Amritsar. 

(ii) Central Circles, Ludhiana. 

(iii) Central Circles, Ambala, 

1. All Income tax circles, wards or Districts having head- 
quarters at Gurdaspur. 

2. All Income-tax circles, wards or Districts having head- 
quarters at Amitsar other than those mentioned in 
column 2 above against A-Range, Amritsar and B-Range, 
Amritsar. 

3. Special Survey Circle, Amritsar (in reapect of persona 
who have their principal place of business in or reside 
in the jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Gurdaspur). 

4. Salary Circle Jullundcr (in respect of persons who reside 
in the jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Gurdaspur. 

r. All Income tax circles, wards or Districts having head- 
quarters at J ullundur and Pathankot except Companies 
Ward, Jullundur. 

2. Special Survey Circle, Amritsar (in respect Of persons 

who have their principal place of bush css 
in or reside in the jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, 
Jullundur and Pathankot except Companies Ward, 
Jullundur), 

3. Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect of persons who reside in the 
jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Jullundur and Pathankot 
except Companies Ward, Jullundur). 


1. All Income-tax Circles, Wards Or District having headquarters 
at : (i) Jammu, 

(ii) Srinagar. 

1. All Income-tax Circles, Wards Or Districts having headquarters 
at: 

(it Khanna, 

(ii) Moga. 

(iii) FcrOzepur. 

(iv) Bhatinda. 

2. Addl. A-Ward, Ludhiana. 

3. B-Ward, Ludhiana. 

4. Addl. B-Ward, Ludhiana. 

5. D-Ward, Ludhiana. 

6. E-Ward, Ludhiana. 

7. Pi-Ward, Ludhiana. 

8. Special Survev Circle, Amritsar (in respect of perscr.b who have 
their principal place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction 
of Income-tax Officers, Addl. A-Ward, Ludhiana, B-Ward, 
Ludhiana, Addl. B-Ward, Ludhiana, B-Ward, Ludhiana, E- 
Ward, Ludhiana, B-Ward, Ludhiana, Khanna, Moga , FerOze- 

iSl i„ Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons who have 
their principal place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction 
of Income-tax Officers, Bhatinda. 

10. Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect of persons who reside in the 
jurisdiction of Income-tax Officer, Addl. A-Ward, Ludhiana,B- 
Ward, Ludhiana, Addl. B-Ward, I, udhiana, D-Ward, Ludhiana, 
E-Ward, Ludhiana, H-Ward, Ludhiana, Khanna, Moga 
FcrOzepur and Bhatinda). 
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B-Range, Ludhiana 


Patiala. . 


Ambala . 


A-Ra:ige, Rohtak 
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1. All income-tax Circles, Wards Or Districts having headquarters 
at Ludhiana other than those mentioned in column 2 above 
against A-Ra n gc, Ludhiana. 

2. All Income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts having headquarters at : 

(i) Hoshiarpur. 

(ii) Abohar. 

3. Companies Ward, Jullundur. 

4. Special Survey Circle, Amritsar (in respect of persons who have 
their principal place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction 
of Income-tax Officers at Ludhiana other than those mentioned 
in column 2 above against A-Range, Ludhiana, Hoshiarpur. 
Abohar and Companies Ward, Jullundur). 

5. Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect of persons who reside in 
the jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers at Ludhiana other than 
those mentioned in column 2 above against A-rang e , Ludhiana, 
Hoshiarpur, Abohar and Companies Ward, Jullundur). 

. 1. All income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts having headquarters 

at: 

(i) Chandigarh, 

(ii) Patiala, 

(iii) San^rur. 

2. Companies Circle, Patiala (except in respect of persons presently 
assessable by the Income-tax Officer, Companies Ward, Rohtak). 

3. Special Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons who have 
their principal place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction 
of Income-tax Officers, Chandigarh, Patiala and Saugrur except 
in respect of persons presently assessable by the Ir-ccmt-tax 
Officer, Companies Ward, Rohtak). 

4. Salary Circle, Jullurdur (in respect of persons who reside in the 
jurisdiction of income-tax Officers, Chandigarh, Patiala and 
Sangrur except in rcspecl of persons presently assessable by the 
Income-tax Officer, Companies Ward, Rohtak). 

. 1 . All Income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts having headquarters 

at: 

(i) Ambala (except Central Circle, Ambala). 

(ii) Yamunanagar. 

(iii) Mandi. 

(iv) Simla. 

2. Special Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons who have 
their principal place of busii’cs in or reside in the jurisdiction 
of income-tax Officers, Ambala, Yamunanagar, Mandi and 
Simla). 

3, Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect of pctscr.t w ho rtEide in ife 
jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers at Ambala, Yamunanagar 
Mandi and Simla). 

1. All Income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts having headquarters 
at: 

(i) Sonepat, 

(ii) Panipat, 

(iii) Gurgaon, 

(iv) Faridabad, 

2. A-Ward, Rohtak 

3. Companies Ward, Rohtak. 

4. Companies Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons presently assess- 
able by the Income-tax Officer, Companies Ward, Roitak). 

5. Special Survey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons who have 
their principal place ot business in or reside in the jurisdiction, 
of Income-tax Officers, Sonepat, Panipat, Gurgaon, Faridabad, 
A — Ward, Rohtak, Companies Ward, Rohtak and Companies 

Circle, Patiala in respect of persons who are presently assessable 
by the Income-tax Officer, Compauies Ward, Rohtak). 

6. Salary Circle, Jullundur (in respect of persons who reside in the 
jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Sonepat, Panipat, Gurgaon, 
Faridabad, A-Ward, Rohtak, Companies Ward, Rohtak and 
Companies Circle, Patiala in respect of persons who are presently 
assessable by the Income-tax Officer, Companies Ward, Rohtak). 
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B-Range, Rohtak. . . i. All Income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts having headquarters 

at. 

(i) Karnal. 

(it) Jind. 

(lit) Hissar. 

(iv) Sirsa. 

2. All Income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts having headquarters 
at Rohtak other than those mentioned in column 2 above against 
A-Rangc, Rohtak. 

3. Specials urt'ey Circle, Patiala (in respect of persons who ha\ c their 
principal place of business in or reside in the jurisdiction of 
Incojne-tax Karnal, Jind, Hissar, Sirsa and the Income-tax 
Officer column 2 Officers at Rohtak other than those men- 
tioned inabovc against A-Range, RohtakV 

4. Salary Circle, Jullvmdur (in respect of persons who reside in the 
jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Karnal, Jind, Hissar, Sirsa 
and Income-tax Officers at Rohtak other than those mentioi ed in 
column 2 above against A-Range, Rohtak). 


Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward and District or part thereof stands transferred by this 
Notification from one range to another range , appeals arising out ot assessments made in that 
incomt-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof and pending immediately before the date 
of this notifications before the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of Range from whom that income- 
tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is transferred shall, from the (fate this notification bhall 
lake effect, be transferred to and dealt with by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the Range 
to whom the said Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is transferred. 

Where all Circles, Wards and Districts having headquarters at a particular place have been 
assigned to an Appellate Assistant Commissioner he will have jurisdiction in respect of Circles, 
Ward and Districts at that Headquarters smcc abolished also. 

This notification shall take effect from 1-4-1970 


EXPLANATORY NOTE 

The revision of jurisdiction has become necessary on account of re-01 ganisation oithe 
appellate Raigcs in the Commissioner’s charge and abolition of one Range at Patiala. 

(The above note docs not form a part of the notification but is intended to be merely clari- 
ficatory). 


[No. 33 (P. No. 261 / 1 / 70 -lTJ]. 


Tvift, 25 BET, 1970 

qtfo Wto 2632 — .WTB-TiT wffcrfWpp, 1961 (1961TT 43) Tft tJTTT 122 
( 1 ) TTTT SITU wfatUff UP f-rftm 3% BB«T TTTfi JUT W<-E ptft 

TT 5pm sfiTT jf'TlftT PfiJ K E*ft b, ' ^ Tit uftfpjn 

|tt q^rsj spy; ft# npfjrrr | frr *frp T?r p^g^ft % mw* i 

Jr rqfdtVi ^isff % HTT-TT BEJTff (wftvf) UH'P 2 it fiRTTRt 

p fTfpfTT PTP-TT pfovff, BTuf fMl if PTB-TT Tif WfaffiT % fair 
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fTJ?fTT sqfTTTt sfK SIFTT % Wl^il Wtf fctt TT TEHT TUf : — 


T3T 

1 


STHFTR HfRT Tit sfK fa% 
2 


W< — R3T, SETTER 1 1TTWT srfsrerfKff SRI 14-7-1967, IwT TfJ 

Tifr'T *ft friRrfppr t, tt tiFtt w?m % tr 
it I 

(i) f^TTT I SHJT7R I 

(ii) fw II (i) setter ir f^urr II (V) 

SHEER TT' I 

(III) fwIII(i), III(ii), IH(iii), III(iv) 

III(v) srtrlll (vi) sheer 1 

(IV) feWT ETST'T fffer, SHEER, (TT arfacHTt % 
tK H f^ERT TRoTR VT W11 WET TT fTTET 

I, II, III (i) III (ii), III (iii) III 
(iv), III (v) sfR III (vi) sheer ^ 
SlfERTfTcTT # i 1 ) 

(V) tTT HfTHT, 3fteR (^T sqfTTtt £ TTt ii 
■ 3 ft I, II sftr III, shirr igi srfsWiar 

ii ftrra- $ 1 ) 

2. mPT-TH srfiiTTfTTT SRI 14-7-1967 % TRIRT 

"1 

tiFtt snr^ff % «nt*r i 

(I) fw 1, STEER ir iitft Hfe=T STR Tit 

3. iTsfl SHTRR Tli TTKl% Kfrt iHsTEET 

tteit ir 1 1 

— UT, ST^ER 1 STHI-SR srf> Tlfrtf RT 14-7-1967, KeKT 

TEES m Hfn#ET |, iEE TTfrcT STTCflT % Tit t I 

(I) ThsIrt HpRi III sf|7 III, SHEER | 

(II) #TT I SrK II ^ffETHlT I 

(III) iRtiR ERR, SETETT I 

(IV) fT^T HT5ET TTRfRT, SHEER (3R wjfcHff % 

Tit ^ fTTTT TRTR TT STTH iTK TT faTET 

I, II, III; S HEE R sfK 

rrIt ffw, ^ftmTi srftfwfKir ir| ) 
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«r — — nrrt (V) nf%n, nfaum (nn wrfnanlr 

% nfSSrfannn' mnUTn Wf 3TT fanTO 

^nftn #r, sfn^raT «fft nftfnTfrnr Sr | i 

(VI) ^an afro, nnm (nn ^fw4)' % arS Sr 
$r*ft %nftn nter I, II, III, smarm n5Y 
?rftmfTTT if $ ) | 

2. STR-nm srfa^lftjff 3TTT 14-7-1 96 7 % 

nrfra sn^rff % arSir: 

(I) 3nftn nfer, smarm 1 

(II) %nftn sjfsPTHT : 

(III) 3nftn afro, siMfTMi 1 

ir — ra, ww 1 1 . rnft snn-nm rrf%n, nrs in fn% fanm fireman 

irnnmqT: Sr $ 1 

2. si 7 nr— Ta, mrnn 7 sffc m — tit, srnnnT % 
mna rasa 2 it nfnn a fan n 4 t srm-nm afro, 
mi nrfaSr tanni M®im nanrm Sr $ 1 

3 fmrk awn afro, tout (a a aifi^T % 
nk Sr fror nmam nn nmn ram nr fnmn 
nrsmT % am-am nfunTfrnT nfanTfrar Sr 

I) 

4. inn af%n, nasm (an mfnanf %■ akSr nr 
namajc % am— nm nfannfTnf nfannfTnr 
n Pnitf mar ^) 1 

nnsm , . 1 . nmnt mi, nwr % fnmn n*fr to-^t 

rrfnm, mi m fan fcw ijwrrnr ansm aVr 

M'5M+U a| 1 

2. fnan awn rrfna, smarm (an mfnant, % 
nk Sr fama nrmm m nam wm nr fnmn 
nmnfr nr#, nntm % fnmn awr nk namfk 
v am-nm aftRakn'T at nfannkaT Sf§ ) 1 

3. nan nf%n, ansm (an mfnanf % mt Sr at 
manf mi, ansm % fnmn ansm sfk nsmnrk 
% viM-nx srfSmknf nH’ nfimkaT Sr fnam nma 

i) ■ 
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^ • 

t — ■■ tt, sjftRRT . 



1 . rr-tr tIttt, tf# m fr# frRR rrttt:- 

(I) ^ 

(II) sftRTC 

i 

1. TT#fY HR-TT TTT TT fr% farm JJTTnTT: — 

(I) TTCTT 

(II) TtR 

(III) 

(IV) Tfe’TT 

1 

2. *rfTf#R T-T1T, ^ftRRT I 

3. TT— TIT , TTfiRRT I 

• 1 . M Id Pwi T3T — TIT, fjfTOlT I 

5 . T— — TT# , *j 1 kTFTT 

6. T- — TT#, ^ftRRT I 

7. T — TTT, TTffRRT I 

8. fr<?R HTSHir TftpT WRRT (RT RfarRl % 
T#T fjHTT TTRTT TT TOR RR TT faTTO 
srfrfaTT T — TIT, 5TfSRRT, *ST — TT t ^ffetTRT, 
SlfTfaTT GT — TT?, ^ftRRT, T — TTT, SjftRTTT, 
T — TTT , TjftRRT, T — M I 'jjfERRT, <9^IT, TtTT, 

fTOfam % *)R+1 ■nfywf'Rt # *rfmfRT 

Jr | I 

9. fT#T TTSM, TfeTRT (RT RfacRT % 

TTt T faRTT TTRIT TT TOR ?TR TT ftTR 
vrf^TT ^ STR-TT Tfy+lfufi ^ *r 

t) I 


10 ^RT m?T RTOT (RT RfRTT % TTT*r #t 
SjfrfRT T — TT#, tFiRMI', g- — TIT, TjftRRT, 
TfrfRcT ^ — TTT, TfSRRT, T — TIT, WftRRT, 
T — TTT, TftRRT, — TTT TftRRT, TTOT, TRV, 

(V#M4/; tK TftTTr % strtt sTfir+iffR qft 
srfmfRT Jr t^T £ 1 

1 . 35TT T — #JT TfyiTRT T TOT# TRTR 2 # TfRT 

TTfarw *r*ft wt-tt Tfrrr, ttt, tt it# farm 

rjwm TfsRRr # | 1 


TT #T, ^TftTTRT 
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1 


2 


^fajuTr-sTT'Ct 2. E«fV stfhpt rrfer, Tri qTFsrJr farm fww — 

(i) ftfirRmyr, 

(ii) 

*T £ I 

3 JfTFFft TTT , 3FTER 

4 fT#T EfsFJf TfTN, 5THRTTT? «rfw*ft #T 

5TT^ir FsfTPT »PIW 5PT 5TSTITT TT farm 

3TT ^T5T ( PTfsPETT, {dfwTp:, STTlTF nYt 
^ctpft *tt f, %rmrF *rmr 2 »r *rfrrrr Jr 

fvra - NfsFTHT % smr-^rr ^r ?rftRnfrwT 

5. rrFm, mm (gr ^rffcwr % ir rt 
'37T t T— Jr, ^rftETRT, sfrfTPTTT.'p;, Nt' 

rnFft ^rf, ^tejt 2 Jr tFjtet Jr 

fJrr rrftRRT scrtk^.q'i srftmfmr 

\3 

Jr Few am 1 1 ) 

qtrRFF . . l. *nft ?rw-fT *rfer *rri *tt f^r# frnmr jjwint — 

(i) 

(ii) TforiNT, 

(iii) rriiK, 

Jr| i 

2. armfr ^rf%r=r, 'rfenarr (Fittr m^farwr % r? 
Jr^t m rwr srpr-qr?; srfmrfr, arMt qj* 

^rrar jut fJraM f ) i 

3. rrwor rrfm, TferrarT (farrar tr rFpttt 
% tp" ir ^fr m ?m srPr-TT ^rfrrTCF, armfr 
tty xtfcR srcr f'ltrFr |, tr srfTRFrr t afJ Jr 
fmrr ttrtt ar srtm tnr Trfwrr T^tar, 
TfojRT srk HaT T ^WT-arT iqfeTfTTTt aft 
srftnrfwT Jr|) 

4. rrf%ar, mm (farm m^fawr % *it3: 

Jr^fr ?rrrrRT mr-au; srftrarfr, ar^fr anr ujm 
am froftf | rpjtrfwfi % art a 5ft mra^, 
<rferwT sfk mm arfmaftm nFTt 

sriwTfRr Ji famr au^ | ) 1 
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1 2 

-Trlft 1. ffft XTX-XX 3Tri fkm 

(i) (ftr'tiM 4 i'{\n ^rf^urr x 

(ii) wwr 
( ii) jp^t 
(iV) Pfl^TT 

iftt 1 

2 . Wt TRifRrr xfzXTXT (XX KtfifXXi % 

in^if f^TTF! ^P^IT EPT 5TJR PTPT XT fkrm 

1 , iftHM 1 ! < ^ kr ?fk % srnT-^'T 

xfmxfm qft srftj^fkrr 1 1 ) i 

3. ?rf%tT, Tr^fsn! (^t ojrftrnft % ^T’ if jtt 

5TRTTT, IR^FFIT, ip#r 5fk fipRlT % Sfmm tlfrr- 

^Tfkrf 3?t ^ Pw ^ i r<d i *t fjRrcr 'twfi 5 ) i 

37 — ')'|^T+' . . I. ^T^Pr STFT-^T TffeT, qii J TT ftl 7 ? fjFITT JT’OTPR:— 

(i) kkfkrcr, 

( ii) TPTkra’, 

(iii) ^r? j iRT, 

(iv) TtffcRT?, 

it| I 

2. X — a(Tf, itfjff 

3. <fTi, Ttf?PF 

4. ?rf^r, Tfkrnrr (^r Nrfwjff^^ir 3ft 

tur xrx~xx srftmf) wmrxJ mi, zt$xx 

am kTErfif t ) 

5. fkTT *WPT frfW, M fe-q 1 R | (^?r sqfRRt ^ 

srkft fkRT Jfrn^rrc xx surptr rnfaw 
flt-fmr, Tnftw, x — mi, xi^tix, 

xxxxt mi, \r%xx x\x zx ^rfkcrkr $ *nr # 
3ft w xxx mx-xr xfwxrtr, xxmft mi, tt??rc? 
m fkrf# 1, m^ft TfkrraT £ xtx-xt 
^rfg^rfkff 'tff srfswTfkrr ir | ) i 

6 . knr ?rfow, stkar (g^r mfxxxi ^srkir 3ft 
irNkfr, qiRtw, xxx tx 'nfkRR, x — 3T? fi^w, 
m-ft xri, mpr sfk. xx ^koqt' x srRir 
3ft mx-xx srftrekt 5f=mt ^mi, tr$xx jr-a 
ffTtrkf £, ^=cpft ?lt%?T, TfOTRT £ STR-apT 
SErfsmfkff # irf'J’TTTfkTT it ffRRT ^ | ) I 
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1 2 
7"3( — V’yy i f 3*tT stpt-'Pt; , q i3 r f#TRr 

JJSRRR— 

(i) ^rttr, 

(ii) 

(iii) %nr, 

(1V) fTTTTTf, 

*r| i 

2 . 3 m r — # r trcit 2 4 =t!%t 

^rf'tnr 777ft ttpt-rt; TTfmr, 37#, Rf#f fsrRF7 f 

ft ^ I 

3. fftRT TRSTR 77f%7f TfcRMl (3*7 *q IvR f % 

R^ft f^mr rttrt m shtr trr r f^RR 
+-RIM, sf#, ffTTIT, ftlRR «ftT 3m 
7#77R % RfR 2 ft *f#r R fmr T#RF 

% M iq-qi <. TTfft q. ifftftt ^ srflr-t'iRd I ft ^ ) I 

4 . 4r 7 7rftfR, 3W7 (33 RfftcTR % Rtftoft 
wnr-m ’TftRif'Ri, wr, ft# ftrarc, ftw 
vftx 3WT 5p — RJT T#W ^ 777*7? TcHR 2 ft 
3ffti77 ftfftw frpR %5 trrt *rfw7ftftr ftt 

5{ftpRf7777 ft fftR77 |)l 

Rft RT Srfg^TR SIR ATIR3T 77f%3, mt 

R fft<ll R 37733 R*7 7[R ft 7# ftt 

ftt RT7 f[T q$i 377 W R -°PR R3 

R fft% R 37# fmfT VTR ft fRl'lWf % #7313- 
TRTT ftt *7$ Rftft ftt f 77 RflJ^RR ftV Rf# 
% 3# 'T^ft 371 T5T % 7T$TRF RftRT (m#) $ 
7T3ST 77f#77 «ft #7# ^ R3-m TrfRT R 
R3 R #777 R 377R7 Ti# 37*7 f\d 3T>7 fftR 

rit |, w ^rf#g^nTr % 773# fttRft# ft 

377 7R % fftTTRf 3R7 TTSf? R" R3" R fRRT R 
37TR7 373 R77f7c7 #77 RTT TTTJTRP 3#R7 

(* 41 < 1 ) M r nRa R 7 ftt ft# 3*377 77 RJ 

it ^|4 r^ V 3R7 TTfTRF (wffa) SR 

RTT?fr | 

Rrr Tnft tt#r, r^ ## f#wr *jmr*R r, R 
3R3 f^TfT T7 ^ TH[TOR R^RT (R#Yr) ^ 
7#T fR[ R[ ^ qgi 377^t Rf%RT#R 37f JJwimm 
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1 

2 

* 1 - WfFF-TOU 

% 3R Kfwr, TTst sftr favff % dTtit 

Tfr OTT SPT fcq 1 TTT f 1 

^ 1-4-19 70 »Ft5PTOft 1 


^rfTOTfrcn =ft gq^tfffqr trr^ra £ irramn % gfpfsR sfrc 

qfaimT yft q*F ?or % scRWr %■ ^rmjT ww? jot 1 1 

(^'pjw fewqr *pt tot ^ | stw ^sro tow TOtftoT»r tot 

1 1 ) 

[ffo 33 (*fXo R° 2 6 1 / 1 / 7 0— OT^ o o 5f o ^ 


New Delhi, the 31st March 1970 

S.O. 2633. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 122 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), and of all other powers enabling it In 
that behalf, the Central Board of Direct Taxes, hereby makes the following amend- 
ment in the Schedule appended to its notification No. 34 (F. No. 201/8/70-ITJ), 
dated 25th March, 1970, namely: — 

Against Poona Range I, Poona under column 2, the following shall be added: — 

13. M-Ward, Poona. 

Against Kolhapur Range, Kolhapur under column 2, the following shall be 
added : — 

15. G-Ward, Kolhapur. 

10. H-Ward, Kolhapur. 

17- C-Ward, Satara. 

Against Nasik Range, Naslk under column 2, the following shall be added: — 

13. F-Ward, Nasik. 

14. C-Ward, Dhulia. 

15. D-Ward, Jalgaon. 

Against Sholapur Range, Sholapur under column 2, the following shall bo- 
added : - - 

12. E-Ward, Sholapur. 

13. C-Ward, Ahmednagar. 

Against Akola Range, Akola under column 2, the following shall be added: — 

10. D-Ward, Akola. 

Against Amravati Range, Amravati under column 2, the following shall be 
added : — 

6. E-Ward, Amravati. 

7. D-Ward, Wardha. 

Against Aurangabad Range, Aurangabad under column 2, the following shall be 
added : — - 

9. E-Ward, Aurangabad. 

10. C-Ward, Nanded. 

Against Thana Range, Thana under column 2, the following shall be added: — 

18. H-Ward, Thana. 

This notification shall take effect from 1st April, 1970. 
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Explanatory Note. 

The amendments have become necessary on account of the creation of new 
Wards known as 'M-Ward, Poona’, ‘G-Ward, Kolhapur’, ‘H-Ward Kolhapur’, 
"C-Ward, Satara’, ‘F-Ward, Naslk’, ’C-Ward Dhulia’, ‘D-Ward Jalgaon’, ’E-Warc) 
Sholanur’, C-Ward, Ahmednagar’, ‘D-Ward, Akola’, ‘E-Ward, Amravati’, 'D-Ward, 
"YVardha’, ‘E-Ward, Aurangabad’, ‘C-Ward, Nanded’, amd ‘H-Ward, Thana’, in the 
Com.m.isi’onLr 3 charge. 

t, ) t,h> note does not form part of the notification but is intended to be merely 
clarlflcatory.) 

[No, 45 (F. No. 261/8/70-ITJ-] 
31 TF? 1970 

t[To 2633- — TFFFT 1961 ( 1 961 TT 43) # TUT 1 22 # 

"TWIT ( 1 ) tlRT ST^rT VlRdd! sflT fafFT 3% TT4 TTR wfwcff “FT 

srifpl TTxT JTT ^FTSfTFTTT? wflTfiFJT-T TO 34 (tto TO 26 l/s/70— 

£to # 0 ) TrftffT 25-3-70?! TTTT5 JFig^t T [rfa'cT TWtSR 1 TTST — 

2 % tH? grr 1 ^rr % tuft fTFTfrfoT tItt — 

1 3. 15-TT'S’) 'jpT 

2 % Tt’t TiFttry: ^'tt, fTRfr%cr Tirr : nTTTrr: — 

15. 

1 6. T-TT?, THfTTF 

17. T-TFf, TTTTTT 

FFHT 2 % TTftPfT TT, TTfrr iW fdFTfr1%T sftST TIFTT: — 

1 3. T-q 1 1 , TTfTT 

14. T-TT^, tjRt q I 

1 5. T-TTff, <Jl?Plh 

2 Hr# TfiTnr: tW, %tff! fTRRfftrr ; 3 fr*T tf^t: — 

12. y-TT#, hItTJT; 

13. T-TT#, TFAITTfiV 

wvr 2 T Jfr# WITT TTf, StTiTT ^ ffrt RnrfHfew TtTT TOTTi: — 

1 0. T _ qi«, 

2 T-fr# lurrmt shun^T! %tff! fTFTfTfrrT tut jfrTTT : — 

6. T-TTt, TTTFpfT 

7. T-Tpt, TT? 

TrF'ff 2 % sflTTn^rr T^T, sflwariT V TTT% fr^TfafecT ^fr*T 'dlf^li: — 

9 . s-ttt, tVgtfifi 
1 0. T-mi, 

2 % tft tttt % ttt% fTt-Tfafer ttft sm^r; — 

18. ^r-TTi', ’TFT 

1-4-1070 % fWV I 
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it TUftHW WT7T % WTT TTIJT ff 's-TTX, ^h', 'ff — 3T?, 

‘ru-TT?, 't — w[f, tiItt’, 'ff-grf, 't — * rrf, 

'^-Tli, '7T— ^T#, SFFfaT,’ WtKMtfV, ‘T — TT#, 

TJl', ‘*-TT#, TKffT^TT’, 'tf-Tf#, ?fk 'sr-sffr#, 'Wl’i TPT'TT TIT? 

% TITT 1TTT5TF get ^ I 

(w, fecTT ssrfaTJWffT Tf TFT ffifl I WITT TTWff FF^tffiTT TIT 

t) 

Jt° 45 (TTo to 2 61/8/7 0-SlTfci r)o tyfo)] 

Nero Delhi, the 2yd April, 1970. 


S.O- 2 “>14. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (I) of Section 122 of the- 
Income-tax Act 1961 (43 of 1961) and of all other powers enablingit in that behalf and in supersession 
of allp-eviou notifications in this regard, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that 
the Appellat Assistant Cmvnissnncrs of Income-tax specified in Column I of the Schedule below 
shall performs ..heir functions in respect of all persons and incomes assessed to Tncome-tax or 
supertax in the Income-tax Circles, wards and Districts specified in the corresponding entry in 
column 2 thereof; — 

Schedule 


Range 


Income-tax Circle, Wards & Districts 


1 


2 


Central Range I, Bombay. 
Central Range II Bombay. 

Central Range III, Bombay. 
Central Range, Nagpur. 


All cases under the jurisdiction of Income-tax Officer, Sections I, II, 
III, IV, VI, VIII, XVIII, XIX & XX, (Central) Bombay. 

All cases under the jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Sections 
XI, XII, XIII, XIV, XV, XVI, XVII (Central) Bombay and. 
Central Circle, Ahmedabad. 

All cases under the jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Sections V 
VII, IX, X, XXI, XXII and XXIII (Central) Bombay. 

All cases under the jurisdiction of Income-tax Officers, Central 
Circles I, II, III, IV & V Nagpur. 


Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof stands transferred b> this noti- 
fication from oneRange to another Range, appeals arising out of assessments made in that Inccmc- 
tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof and pending immediately before the date of this noti- 
fication before the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the Range from whom that Income-tax 
Circle ward or District or part thereof is transferred shall, from the date thiB notification takes 
effect, be transferred to and dealt with by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the Range to 
whom the said circle. Ward or District or part thereof is transferred. 

This notification shall take effect from the iBt May, 1970. 

Explanatory Note. 

The amendment has become necessary on account of creation of new appellate Range in the 
Commissioner’s charge. 

(The above note does not form a part of the notification, but is intended to be merely clarifica- 
ary). 


[No. 55 (F. No. 261/14/70-ITJ] 
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qgo Wto 2 6 34*— TOT-TO'HrfrlTOT, 1 96 1 ( 1961 TO 43) # TUT 122 
T'Tktttt ( i ) sru tot TfroTt srtr to frirT to tt^ tttt totI mm t' 4T wiroTT 
to ^nfru tott |T 9f|r m ttoto it TOft to-tt srfv^Hinfr *Ft TfsrroT totcT gq, %^Er 
TOTOT TO tT^ TaTli <i fr%T ^TT ^ 1% fTOTfirftTO % TTT 1 it f| jf 1 4 ii 

iM-!R ?TT3J^T (TOfTO) TO% TOT 2 it cETOEft srfVfc it fafafw TEETO TfTOTT, 

TrrfsftT Itott f veeto: et tTtto ?r fraffro ^r«ft ‘Tfunrt m\r mmt % ^pr it ?m 
'Jcift °Ff hH'T +'"itt : — 

^3T 

?mr-^T nf^Fi, ^rl sfk fsr^r 

1 

2 

^frr ^r-i, ^ . 

5IPT-TR ^rfETTrFt, 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 18, 19 

sftr 20 ($TKto ) ?Ft ^TWrfrai % WlfR 

fT'OT ITR% | 

^T-2, . * 

?TFI-TrT ^rfa^lfrift, i^oT 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16 

tftr 17 (4^rt) *frz: ^ri%?=r, srprFRrr^rr^ 

nrftmfTTrr % srcfta ?uft mm* i 

^ftn ^t-3, . 

smFFT ^sTffer^rfwr, 5 , 7, 9 , 10 , 21 , 22 ^ 

23 (%^r) mit 

ETE% 1 


?rT?j5Fif(m, 1 , 2 , 3 , 4sftr 5 

^TFTJ?: ^ft 5qfsr4rTfeTT % srcfk ITPI^ 1 


T'rf struct mi m tt tttt '<rrir a nr cp? 

•^r ir Tn 5pFrfV?r ft tot & , tott m fror viet 

% f^rr t|tt Prsrtnift % TUp TftT ST Tfa’gTOT 47t Tlffa % 3>F T^T TOT %, fsrTOt 

to tto-to - tItot, tosto f^rrirr^FnFT to»t Trofur to: fori wt, t^fef srrfTcr 
% totst ^fror soft# w % Tproft fir T?r crrfr'3' t tttet %, fartTO 

flfer, TO$TO ftjpTT TO TTOFT TET TOrfiTOT TO fTOT TOT f T1[EEF ’TOTOTO (SEftTO) 
ap> TErlfTO TO sn*Tifr tV TTO TOTO? it TTEfarft TOT % STTT ^rtT^ft I 

TO 5rfsnprr 1 *rf, 1970 Ttr sr^nfr fEft 1 

TTO-^TOTT feTOT .' 

TO ttoset stejto % tttowt it mi TOiTt ^r % % toto gsn 

t 1 

(T^TO ftETOI ?rfiEJTOTT TO 1 *TT , T ’if' in Tf?T STT TO TTTO %TOT TTOTlTOTT 4TTTt 

TUT | I ) 

[t‘o 55(TO° TO 26/14/70/^^^ )J 
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S. O. 2635. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 0 ) °f Section 
12 2 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and of all the other powers enabling it 
in that behalf and in supersession of all previous notifications in thiB regard, the Central Board of 
Direct Taxes, hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant Commissioners of Incomr Tax of the 
Ranges specified in Column 1 of the Schedule below shall perform their functions in respect of all 
persons and incomes assessed to Income Tax or Super Tax in the Income Tax Circle j Wards and 
Districts, specified in the corresponding entry in Column 2 thereof: — 

Schedule 


Range 

Income tax Ward/Circles and Districts 

I 

2 


A-Range, Bombay 
B-Range, Bombay 
C-Range, Bombay 


D-Range, Bombay 
E-Range, Bombay 
F-Rangc, Bombay 
G-Rangc, Bombay 
H-Ranr;-, Bombay 
I-Rangc, Bombay 

J-Range, Bombay 
K-Range, Bombay 
L-Range, Bombay 
M-Range, Bombay 
N-Range, Bombay 
Q-Rangc, Bombay 
R-Range, Bombay 
S-Rngt, Bombay 


Company Circlc-II. 

Company Circle I and Film Circle. 

Non-residents Refund Circle, A-IV Ward Evacuee Circle I, Foreign 
Section, Bombay Circle, Special Investigation Branch-I, II and 
III and Salaries Branch II. 

F.vacuee Circle II and Company Circle IV(I) to IV(i3). 

D-I and B-II Wards. 

A-III and D-II Wards. 

B-I, A - 1 and A-V Wards. 

Bombay Suburban District (W est) 

C-IV Ward C-V Ward and 1st, 2nd and 3rd I.T.Os Charges of C-I 
Wards. 

Company Circle III(I) to III(i2). 

C-I Ward, except 1st, 2nd and 3rd I.T.Os Charges. 

B-III and E- Wards. 

Bombay Suburban District (East), 

C-III and A-II Wards. 

G-Ward, G-A Ward, Hundi Circle and S.I.B.-IV- 
Salaries Branch I Bombay Refund Circle and C-II Ward. 

Market Ward X-Ward Company Circle V, Company Circle IV(I4) 
to IV(i6) and Company Circle 111 ( 13 ) to 111 ( 15 ). 


When an Income-Tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof stands transferred by thiB 
notification from one Range to another Range, appeals arising out of assessments made in that 
Income-Tax Circle, Ward or District or part thercol and pending immediately before the date 
of this notification before the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of Range from whom that 
Income-Tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is transferred shall from the date of this 
notification shall take effect be transferred to and dealt with by the Appellate Assistant Commi- 
ssioner of the Range to whom the said Circle, Ward or District, or part thereof is transferred. 

This notification shall take effect from the 1st May, 1970. 

Explanatory Note : 

The amendments have become necessary on account of reorganisation of the Appellate Assis- 
tant Commissioner’s Ranges consequent on transfer of One AAC’s post to Bombay (Centra ) 
Charge. 

(The above note does not form a part of the notification, but is intended to be merely clati- 
ficatory). 


[No. 56 (F. No, 261/13/70-ITJ)] 


263 5 — 'RET-WT sfffafriRR, 1 96 1 ( 1 96 1 4 3) tTHT 1 22 ^ 

ttstht ( 1 ) arm nari srlw m ffffw btvtY m pr fef Eflr tpr 
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tt 5fti nrqam fq%T trr | % rmqfTfqrq sfj^ % i ir U fqfere Tm t 

^tt-tt srnjn (st^t) th^fur 2 if ct^ftt-tt qfqfiq it faf'rf%<sj str-tt qfmr, 
Tirt tVt fam n str-tt qr qffm t fqarftr q-fr sqfrpfT qk qrqf % kt ir mq 

flRT TT TFTT '-$'<* \ :- 

— 



T^r 

1 

STR-TT TTf/qfifnT qk fq-t 

2 

T-t^r, ijff 

TRqf iffm j -2 

rsT-T^r, ijsrt 

Tmft qfm, 1 qk fisR qfkq 

q-tq, ijq-f 

TrfimTUr SlfRET qf%T, T-4 Ri fkTFT qf%T 1, fqtw 


qqqR, qat Fftm, fsr^r wr , 3M, 2 sfi T 

3 ttYt qqr mrnri 2 1 

T— TT, jjqi 

fTCWT rrfTT 2 tYt TTipfr nfTT 4 (l) if 4 ( 1 3 ) TT 

T-TH, ipt 

q- UJ- 2Tt 

H-tT, 1JT§ 

T-3 srV q--2, qrt 

E5— T^T, *[qf 

1-1,11-1 yV T-5 qr? 

3T-T3T, ^ 

toti fmT (sfimr) 

ST-TT, ijqt 

q-4Tr#,q-5 Tii 'air t-i qii tt Tsfrr, ?T^r q"u 


rftqRT srru-TT 'PrfarTFt TmimT 

R-TH, 

TiqifriTfTT 3( l) T3( 2) ’TT 

s-th, qrf 

q-i art, qimr, f?m ’flV ^frqm mqTT frfarm ■urn 


HI SR T fflTTT 

s-tn, *$qi 

)sr- 3 5ffr ^ Tit 

T-tT, qqf 

TqqiR f%HT (5^) 

3 -^, 

q- 3 ?tf t- 2 qrt 

H-tn, qqf 

w— art , t ttt h1%t tYt ^T o ?nto qfo 4 

T— TT, 

t Aq tttt 1 afimq hFtt ^ q- 2 qrt 

sr-?3T, qqt 

' -3 

qrqu; qrt q-qrl q^qqt qfm 5 , q^Tfi qfTT 4 ( 14 ) 


if 4 ( 1 g) TT qV TPFfi qf%T 3 ( l 3 ) if 3 ( 1 5 ) 


3T 1 

TT Tit TTT-TT HfTH, TR HI fTTT TT TFTTr HR qfST^RI am 

<7T if fTTtt TH Tf qRfVq SU W |, fR TH HR-TT qfim, q r# TT fT% qT R% TTT 

if frtr qrT ffrsrfmfT ir qk ?h qfsufqqT # qkkr ir ik qgir qq kr %, fsp# asr 

wr tt qkr, tit m fam ht tttt hr Tnfqr tt forr w t, irer artt (skur) 
% rnrer nfar qkq srr qfsnjqqr % qqkt rfEt qfr qkET ir tt tt %, tr qfrT 

*nr 7TT TT TTTT HR 4RTfR TT fkfT TR &, F^ETT qRR (vpfkr) % SRrftrr TT 

jff TTTTrfr qk qq% hrr if TEfaitft 3 # % am Tf qnrqt 1 

q? qfa gw 

1 qf, 19 7 0 TT qTTTf ?Tqt 
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T ETTtSFT tTtp HflW ?TP£Rr (sTTVh) ^1 ^ % 'TTTRTET'T SRiTftT 

•PT^ Tf STT^xI (srftvT ) % ’J'T^i'T % "hi IT 5(TTWfl ? I 

(TTffcT fj'-q-UT wf'JfT’TT ^1 Tf<7 t£I | wrew %^=T FT^TTU 1 ! TOT 

RT?r | ) I 

[#o 56 (quo R° 2 6 l/ 1 3/7 0 — FTTro £Vo ^°)] 
New Delhi, the i8ih April, 1970 

S. O. 2636 In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (I) of 

Section 122 of the Income -tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and of all other powers enabling it in that 
behalf and in supersession of all previous notifications in this regard the Central Board of 
Direct Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant Commissioners of Income-tax of the 
Ranges specified in Column of 1 the Schedule below shall perform functions in respect of all 
persons and income assessed to imeome-tax and super -tax in the Income-tax Circles, Wards and 
Districts specified in the corresponding entry in Column 2 thereof : — 

Schedule 


Range with Headquarters Income-tax Circles, wards and Districts 



I. 

Dibrugarh Range-I, 
Dibrugarh. 

I. 

Dibrugarh Circle. 


2 . 

Dibrugarh Range-II Dibrugarh 1. 

Salary Circle,, Dibrugarh. 




2. 

Income-tax crun-Estate Duty Circle, Dibrugarh, 




3 . 

Tinsukia Circle. 




4 - 

Digboi Circle. 


3 . 

Shillong Range. Shillong. 

1, 

Shillong Circle. 




2, 

Salary Circle, Shillong. 




3 - 

Special Circle, Shillong. 




4 - 

Nowgong Circle. 


4 . 

Silchar Range, S dollar. 

1. 

Silchar Circle. 




2. 

Karimganj Circle. 




3 - 

Tripura Circle, Agartala. 




4 - 

Manipur Circle, Imphal. 


5 . 

Tezpur Range, Tczpur. 

1. 

Tezpur Cirpcle. 




2. 

Dhubri Circle. 


6. 

Gauhati Range, Gauhati. 

I. 

Gauhati Circle. 


7 - 

Jorhat Range, Jorhat, 

I. 

Jorhat Circle. 




2* 

Sibsagar Circle. 




3 - 

Golaghat Circle. 


Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward Or District or part there of stands transferred by 
this notification from one Range to another Range, appeals aris’ng out of assessments made in 
that Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof and pending imntcd’ately before the 

date of this notification before the Appellate Assistant Commissiorer of the Range from whom 
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that Imcome-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is transferred shall, from the date hlg 
notiflcation takes effect, be transferred to and dealt with by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner 
of the Range whom the said Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is transferred. 

This notification shall take effect from the 1st May, 1970, 

Explanatory Note : 

The amendments have become necessary on account of reallocation of A AC’s jurisdiction 
consequent on sanction of two more AACs posts in the Commissioner’s charge. 

This note does notform a part of theNotification, but is intended to be merely clarificatory) 

[No. 60 (F.No. 261/9/70-ITJ)] 
28TTTTT, 1970 

tjffo «fto 2636 — TT1WT Sjftrfatrff, 19G 1 ( 196 ITT 43) Tt STPT 122 
3WPT ( 1 ) jm TTrT 9[fTTTT TfV ST ffffaeT 3% TTTT SRTT TUft TTfft 
UlfsfcPTT TT STffTff fir sffr % TTT T *T*ft Tt srfaW TTcT 

gir TcW TT Ttf tTfKgTTT ^TI | f% fffKTftfiriT 1 

% ’TgPTF ’TTff-TT (srfkr) 2 T rffHTTfff 9 fsrffc^T if 

stpt-tt d%vfr, ttsI *fk fakr Jr towt tt srfarw Jr fTtrtfkr rufr sTftffm ?fk ?rrTr %■ 
®fk if sqq4 fteTT TT TRET — 


TTT, tJWRTT T%r smr-TT Hf’fi'T, TTt 


1 2 


1 fTTJTT W 1, falTT? 

2 ^-2, 


3 fwrr tTi, fwriT 


4 ftrewr kr, frrwr 


5 eTST^T TTf, 


1 fV^Tf Trf%H 

1 tffff TTf%^r, 

2 TITT-TT mtf ijptr fl-fspsf, 

3 f?l'T7jf'f>TT TfTTT 

4 kr«rtf TfTRT 

1 f'JFTTT TfTRT 

2 TrfruT, IrmT 

3 fffiiT flRTT 

4 ffVl |q 

1 frcTT TrfrRr 

2 TktTTTr ffkpT 

3 fr^TT thrcihi 

4 TfffrjT ?rf%5T, ^4thR 

1 fkTjT 

2 ij?fr ?if%H 
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1 


2 


1 TTfTTT TfrF 

1 sfKfTCTrfasT 

2 fiiqfiw < frf% T T 

3 Rtrm? rrf%r 


5fST T'rt STR-5R rrfc'T, dT? TT f^TTI TT TfTPT *TPT W STU FTT TT % 

frfr tt Tt ’TRfur frt tit &, t/tt tt fr-tt t%t, Tri tt frr nr *tr Jr Pur tt 

fammi Jr srk srfsr'jRTT ^t mfr*? Jr ts% tt Jr %, fsrJr wnm: 
rrf%T, r Pw tt trtt wet wfrr ^x Putt rtt t, treef ttrtt (?tM) % tw 
TfTT wfPT ?rfkgTTr % t-httT aft -ft trPt Jr ttt Tt Jp, farn't ^Ter *rf%T, tt# r 
fjprr tt Trm hr ^rPr tt fen *rt t, h/trt stefr (tttPt ) vr setFtt ^ x ft Tr^ 
zf\x TRST Jr TnWtfT TBt % «PT ^T TFJTl' I 
Tf TftT^Tr 1 wi, 1970 tJt thr! ?> fr I 
xqezfrrx* feRH 

IT RR>tR TTEjTT % HFRTER Jr TRRFF HRR (HTVT ) % tJIiT TTT tPt H^TT %■ 

Tpr'JTRTT^T FRT5p STPTTT (fltfUl) T?T STfijf rfRT Jp ^HXtfm % WT STRWFgrr | I 

(ir ff'TT wrftr^’nr Tr hr ?ftt httr ftt hr 

I 0 

[H° 60(1110 H° 261/9/70- TTfo^To^o)] 


6 Tfr^rrt T3T, Ftfirr 

7 TlTffR TT, TTUjTT 


New Delni, the iStliJunc, 197° 

S O 2S37 In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 122 of the 
Income-tax Act '1961 (43 of 1961) and of all other powers enabling it in that behalfthc Central Board 
of Direct Taxes makes the following amendments in the schedule appended tolls notification No. 33 
(F. No. 261/1/70. ITJ) dated 25-3-197° viz; 

In the said schedule after item i(iv), under column 2 against the Appellate Assistant Com- 
, missioner ‘A’ Range, Rohtak, the following shall be added ; 

( v ) Rcwari. 

(vi) Narnaul. 

This notification shall take effect from 18th June, I97°- 
Explanatory Note '■ 

The a nenlm“nt has become necessary on account of creation of two new income-tax circles, 
mam sly, Rcwari and Narnaul, in the Commissioner’s charge. 

(The above note Awn ot form part of the notification, but is intended to be merely clariflcatory) 

[No. 107 (F. No. 261/1/70-ITJ).] 


Y. Singh, Under Secy. 
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H# 1 8 1970. 

IJtfo ffto 26 37:. — STTWT wfafTOH, 1961 ( 1 96 1 'FT 43) ^ STH 1 22 
OTRI ( 1 ) 3TRT TTH VI Hid 4)' ^ ffffiuT SFFl q?t HTO TOT% HNft H*fr 

iflfERFff qrr IRTtH TTcT ftr 51WST TTS' STpfT srftpjHdT P 3 3 (TT°‘ 

Ho 26l/l/70 HTf 2f[^) TTlftTg- 25-3-1970 R HH^T if HHttPT 

HTTxfV WH% : — 

•fH R (’H'-Dvfl ) ‘ F* <,l^d+ % tfi-H*}, HUH 2 % Ht%: 

FT l(IV) % TOHTtJ PuHfHfeH 3f[fT ^rrTTTTt : — 

(V) ft*n?V 

(VI) HTTHfa- 

1 8 3jT, 1970 |>Tt 1 

WclftsTOir fittfUT : 

'BTIJW % HTUTTEFT if ^ TO TOTOT Hfeff, fTOlft HlT TTUTlH ^ TORT 

sTO % TTTO tf^ TOfTTO HKV4+ ft TOT | I 

(TOTtTO TT SET dsU £ fUrT TOH % fHC[ STmfTO. 

% ) 

[Ho 107 (TTo Ho 26 1/ 1/ 70 Hlf ft H ] 

TOTO f%f , TOTHfTOl 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS AND MINES AND METALS 

(Department of Petroleum) 

New Delhi, the 26 th December 1969 

S.O. 2638. — Whereas by a notification of the Government of India In the Minis- 
try of Petroleum and Chemicals and Mines and Metals S.O. 3783 dated llth Sep- 
tember, 1969 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines. 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (60 of 1962), the Central Gov- 
ernment declared its intention to acquire the Right of User in the lands specified 
in the schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipelines; 

And whereas the competent authority has, under sub-section (1) of Section 6 
of the said Act, submitted a report to the Government; 

And, further whereas, the Central Government has, after considering the said 
report, decided to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule, 
appended to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (11 of the 
Section 6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right 
of user in the said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines and in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the right 
of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in the Central Government vest, 
on this date of the publication of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gaa 
Commission free from all encumbrances. 
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SCHEDUl-E 

For laving pipeline from zvcll No. 21 to zpell No. 20 
Si ate — Gujarat District— Broach Taluka— Anki Eshwar 


Village 

Survey No. Hectare 


Are 

P. Arc 

/HAJAT . 

15 

0 

t 6 

90 


17 

0 

i 

82 


13 

0 

15 

6o 


35 

0 

1 6 

77 


[No. 31/67/63-Prod/IOC/Lab. & LegiB.] 
M. V. S, PARASADA RAM, Under Secy. 

RfYfwr -iTr trmr rr rtr art * 115 ; r'rthr 


(Rjlf-RR faRFT) 

R$ f3<nY, 26 fRR*U, 1969 


Rio sptTo 26 38- — RR: RJTfvTRR, RUR RTTR (*jfR R RRRTR R RfRRR Rr RRr) 

RfsrfRRR, 1-902 ( 1902 rt so) rY sun 3^r ttrrt ( 1 ) rrrYrrur rhur r 

R^TfRRR rTRT RRTRR Rk *?TR RRT srrr TTPTT # 3 783 HTTftJ 

11-9-69 5RI R^Yr fURR R RR RfsPJRRT Y RRPR RR^fT R fRfRfRU vjfRRT R 
RRRTR R RfsrRpr RT RUT ’TrjRT R> fRRRR % RrYrR % fUR «rf^RT RR% RT SPIRT STRUT 
RlfRR RR feTT f, I 

rV rr: rhr sriftiRTfr r rrr RfsrfRRR rY errrr 6 rwkt ( 1 ) ^ rsjYr 
RRRU RT fTRTR YYtt I 


sfk rfY rr: %t£Yr thru: Y rrr fWt£ rr f^n: % purr; jr Rfsrgw 

TT rrrt rr’jrY r fRfrfVn %jfinrt Yf rrrir rt RfsTRTR rYur rrY rt W-urr 1 1 

RR, STR: RRR RfsrfRRR R?Y RKT 6 RT RTSTHT ( 1 ) JUT STRR RiRR RT STRtR rYY 
f R R-RTR 1PRU RRRRTn RlfRR R^fY f f~R JR qfir^RRr R RR*R ’TA^rY R fkT^SfS 
ART *jfRAT R RRRtR RT RfSTRU" RTJR RTJR fR^FY R RRTRR % fvPT RRR3TO RItR fRAT 
RTHT | RYt RR RUT R?Y ATARI ( 4) gTRT RRtT ufaAAT RT RAFT RtY jfir %i^R RTRR 
TRIM AH % fR ART vjfRRT R A7ATR RT RfsTRTT RrYYr RRRTR R %ffR |Yr’r RATA RT 
RKTrRfRRTRR TrTRTR R, RRT fRRRRt R RRT RT R, JR RPTRT R RRIRR Yf JR RpYOT 
RT fdffR ?Yrt I 


RRT RRCfl 21 RRRf RTRl 2 0 RR '.T|R RUR f-®TRT | 


n^T — ’JRTTR 

fsiRT — RTY r 


RTRR 1 — RrYttR 

rYr 

RR9TR RWl 

|rrr 

RTT 

'fYRTR 

.^RTR 

15 

0 

16 

90 


1 6 

0 

1 

82 


13 

0 

15 

60 


35 

0 

16 

77 


[ro 31/6 7/63~rYr/rt£ RT Yr/RRT ITDR RfRR] 
Ro t fRR HRK RTR, R3R RfRR, 
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MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AND INTERNAL TRADE 
(Department of Internal Trade) 

New Delhi, the 24th July 1970 

8.0. 2639. — The Central Government, having considered in consultation with 
the Forward Markets Commission, the application tor renewal of recognition 
made under Section 5 of the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1952 (74 of 
1952), by the Grain, Rice and Oilseeds Merchants’ Association, Bombay, and being 
satisfied that it would be in the interest of the trade and also in the public inte- 
rest so to do, hereby a grants, in exercise ot the powers conferred by section 6 
of the said Act, recognition to the said Association for a further period of one 
year from the 10th August, 1.970 to the 9th August, 1971 both days inclusive, in 
respect of forward contracts in groundnut kernels. 

2. The recognition hereby granted is subject to the condition that the said 
Association shall comply with such directions as may, from time to time, be given 
by the Forward Markets Commission. 

[No. F. 12(8) -I.T./70.J 
P. SITARAMAN, Dy. Secy. 

W' fftfw ftfTTH C.'TT 5TT? ifTd *UTTi“ TTl 'fd 

(wfm *TiTTT faarur) 

Rt fufr, 2 4 TT1T 197 0 

'FTo (tno 2639. — RVTTT, 5TT, TTT'TWk fdTtRT ETrTTT TTT, gm 

RPFTT % farr srfTT TfTTT ( TfdTppr) irftrfdTT, 1952 ( 1 952 3R74) 

dH RTTT 5 % VtftT fifiT tttt TC, arm T THTTR srpfrT T TUTST fdmv rx 

T7, Vk 5frTTT TTrSThT ST SIFT IT fa ttRT *fTT6T «(I1I< ^ fed R Slk TTT ftld T HT 
?tnT, TTd wfrfaTT Ft STITT 6 STT T'AT srfafat FT SRffa TTd grr, irr^STTT TFT TFTT 
"Ft; *jW-ft % Tl% *f?t srfrur TTfaTTTTT Ft dTdd, 1 0 5UFT, 19 7 0 k 9 5PTFT, 1971 cTF 
f^RT R dfa't fad dffafad f , rr^ dT Ft FTdTdfu % far TPddT T5Td FT?ft & I 

2. ^d^TPT TTd TRTdT Tpf % vr&STSfkr % fa ddd ddR dTddT dTdTT dldfa 3TTT 

HWddd TT fair TIT dfa fdfaft FT ddTTdd FtdT I 


[do 12( 8)-snio€Y 0 /7o] 

dtdTUdF, dd-dfad I 


MINISTRY OF FOOD, AGRICULTURE, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND 

CO-OPERATION 

(Department of Agriculture) 

New Delhi, the 4th July 1970 

S.O. 2640. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 6 of the Agricultural 
Produce (Grading and Marking) Act, 1937 (1 of 1937), the Central Government 
hereby declares that the provisions of the said Act shall apply to the followinr 
article, namely: — * 

Compounded asafoetlda 


[No, F. 13-3/70-LA.l 
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(yfr fa-im) 

fz?*?), 4 ^UT|, 1970 

6,1° 2640 1937(193/ 

T( 1 ) tY NTH 6 iflftcWT TT SqRT T/’T %^T TUTU OrFlSUl Rlfad 

| f% T^fT % sqspa faififafed '<ug q? ^ ^rf : — 

[q« TT° 13-3/70=^0 VTo] 
5UT° Rfspi | 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 22nd July 1970 

S.O. 2011. — In the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Food, Agriculture, Community Development & Cooperation (Department of Agri- 
culture) No. S.O. 537 dated the 14th February, 1970, and published in the Gazette 
of India, Part II Section 3 (ii) at pages 813 to 816. 

(1) In Rule 8 in place of ‘and’ shall be read as ‘arc’. 

(2) In column 4 of Schedule I against Grade A, Sp. Gr. at 27°C (minimum) 
shall be read 1.35 instead of 1.40. 

(3) In item 5 of Schedule III after the words “Agricultural Marketing Adviser 

to the Govt, of India’’ the following words shall be added "and the instructions 
issued by him." I 

[No. F. 13-10/68-LA.] 
R. SUBRAMANIAM. Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY PLANNING AND WORKS, HOUSING 

AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 19 th June 1970 

S.O. 2642. — Whereas in pursuance of the provisions of clause (d) of section 3 of 
the Dentists Act, 1948 (1G of 1948), Dr. S. L. Mangi, B.D.S., M.S.D; Principal; 
College of Dentistry, Indore, has been elected by the University of Indore, Indore, 
to be a member of the Dental Council ol India with effect from the 30th March, 
1970 vice Dr. I. P. Agarwal who has ceased to be a member of the Council under 
sub-section (3) of section 6 of the said Act; 

Now, therefore, In pursuance of section 3 of the said Act, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby makes the following further amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Health No. 3-2/62-MII, dated the 
17th October, 1962, namely: — 

In the said notification, under the heading “Elected under clause (d) of section 
3”, for the entry against serial No. 13, the following entry shall be substituted, 
namely : — 

“Dr. S. L. Mangi, BDS., MSD„ Principal, College of Dentistry, Indore". 

[No. F. 3-10/70-MPT.] 
R. MURT1II, Under Secy. 

wrw, qfTTTT frm-JiT, wurm v* 

ftnim) 

fa-vfr, 19 SJ5 1970 

qRo Wto 2 642 — TT: Pd Ptrh'V 1948 ( 1948*61 16) STITT 3 

•ft (*T ) *3Wff *PT TFFT *6TT |tr ^To 1^0 5TMY, 3 Yo :#Yo 1^10, 

f^TO^o^o, sshrp} snfa'P’ticdi ^fPc Tt no snfo'fto 
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% RTTO IT, TOf% TO 3 W TOTOWT TO TOTO ( 6 ) TO TOTOR (3) % TOfTOTOTTOT 

^TOTOTOro TOrto %tort TO, sowTO, 1970 % fTOroTOTOT, 

3TTT TTO TORTT TO TO 94 RlTORld fell ^TCIT ^ ', 

TO: TO WRT STfafror TO ETRI 3 TO 7TTOT TOft WTO TOTOT tr^TTI 
RfiTCTO TOTTO TO fTOTT 17 TO^TO, 1962 TO TOiPJTOTT RTOT 3-21-62- 

fro II if fwrfrfTO TO< rTOto to:TO toto: — 

TTO TOTOjTOT if "ETRT 3 % ITOT (q-) % wTOt fTOrffTOr” TOTOfi % STTOt 
tot TOsrr 13 % irrro srfror TOTOTO % rth to fTOTOTOro sTOrfe rTO totTO, 
wto: — 

"TOO q^To T^O irnrft, iffo TO° IT^o, tnTo q^-o £\o, 

firfrow, TOfrfTTOr wnfTOTTro, tosW 


[fo to° 3 - 10 / 70 -qTo cfto TOo] 
5Ro TOd, TOT TOTO I 


DELHI development authority 

New Delhi, the 24tli December 1969 

S.O. 2643.— In partial modification of Notification No. Secy/V&C/26/67, dated 
13th September, 1967, Issued in pursuance of the provisions of Section 5 of the 
Delhi Development Act, 1957, in which the constitution of the Advisory Council by 
the Delhi Development Authority was notified for the purpose of advising the 
Authority on the preparation of the Master Pian and on such other matters relating 
to the planning of development or arising out of, or In connection with the ad- 
ministration of the said Act, as may be referred to it by the Authority, It is furl her 
notified that Shri Bhai Mahavir, Member Parliament (Rajya Sabha) has been 
elected, w.e.f. 17 ih May , 1969 as a member of the Advisory Council of the Delhi 
Development Authority for a term of four years subject to the other provisions of 
the Delhi Development Act, 1957, vice Shri Raj Narain, M.P, resigned. 

[No. Secy/ V &C/26/67.] 


frorm toTtotot 

fTOTO 24 RtTOTO 1969 

tfRo trffo 2643. — 3TfagTOT To cffo fnr? iff/26/67 fTOTT 13-9-1967 if 

tttotot % faro if fTOTO fromr sirTtPirror t-r 1957 % toi 5 # torTO tofto 
wto tor trro «fk tot ^rtf TOromfi % Rttor % ttrtRtot toTO % fro; to cttototot 
TOTTOTf % Rp> dTO % if 9 1 mm % m i-nTO T Rtcvfl ffi+Ifi !TlflJ'1' J - u l Tffifd TO! JTTfH4R°T 

% fTO[ TT'fi Ifi TO % TOT % Rut TOtT^fTOT fTOTT TOT *1 f Tfif if STTO TO 'ft l^Rld RhTO TITO 
| far TO W$ R^nfiT TTTO TORT (TOTOTTO) TO fTOfai 17-5-1969 ft TOT TOT % fair 
TO 7TOTOTTTOT TTTO TORT % TO fTOT TORt % TOT faRTf faTOTI tTlffTTORT TO TOtT^fTR fiRrfa 
% TORT % TOT if ^Tf fTTO TOT | I 


[TO ifaro/TO ITT TO/ 2 6 / 6 7 ] 
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New Delhi, the 21st February 1970 

S.O. 2644. — In partial modification of Notification No, Secy/V&C/26/67, dated 
_13th September, 1967, issued in pursuance of the provisions of Section 5 of the 
Delhi Development Act, 1957, in which the constitution of the Advisory Council by 
the Delhi Development Authority was notified for the purpose of advising the 
Authority on the preparation of the Master Plan and on such other matters relating 
to the planning cf development or arising out ot, or in connection with the ad- 
ministration of the said Act, as may be referred to It by the Authority, it is further 
notified that Shn S. N. Sinha, Director General (Road Development) Ministry of 
Shipping and Transport and Additional Secretary to the Government of India ha3 
been elected w.e.f. ist May, 1963 as a member of the Advisory Council of the Delhi 
Development Authority for a term of four years subject to the other provisions of 
the Delhi Development Act, 1957, vice Shri H. P. Sinha retired. 

[No. Secy/V&C/26/67.] 


fa fafaf, 21 TTdfr 1970 

fao 2644- — fafafddT do ffao fa If? fa/ 2 6 1 2 7 fddtd 13-9-67 if 

fafad dfadd $ ffad if ffafa fa fri arfaddd ^ 1957 % fmrd 5 % ddrfcr 
idmr ifarc drd far tpd ddddifa % fairs' if farffar did*! % fafa 
di dfadfa did? % far'd dfafar tpu % smidd % fay if Ifafa frw 
Mrfar'FTT dfarfa d> arftTdTd % fair ddn? ifa % did d fad dfafadd fadr ddr «tt 
dfaif wrd dd fa fadd fadr dr?iT | fa fa ^0^0 ffaed srdTfdT dddd (fas 
dfadfa), falfapfa STPli ftrfad err? fadfaf rfa RlTd % dd dfad fa fadfa 
1-5-1968 ffdR dd % fad fa ddo fao fd^T % dd d fadrT fa 3fR % dTd 
fa? fa fadrar difaddd fa ddrdTTT dfafa % dd?d d dd if dd fad fa 1 1 

[do ffao /fa fa fa/26/67-] 

S.O. 2645. — In partial modification of Notification No. Secy/V&C/20/67, darted 
13th September, 1967, issued in pursuance of the provisions of Section 5 of the 
Delhi Development Act, 1957. in which the constitution of the Advisory Council by 
the Delhi Development Authority was notified for the purpose of advising the 
Authority on the preparation of the Master Plan and on such other matters relating 
to the planning of development or arising out of, or In connection with the ad- 
ministration of the said Act, as may be referred to it by the Authority, it is further 
notified that Shri Vishamber Dutt Sharma., Chainnan, D.W.S. & S.D. Committee has 
been elected w.e.f. 1st September, 1069 as a member of the Advisory Council of the 
Delhi Development Authority for a term if four years subject to the oth r provi- 
sions of the Delhi Development A t, 1957, rice Shri Sumer Ch end 

[No. Secy/V&C/26/07.[ 

Cfdo fao 264 5-— fatlfadT do ffao fa fafa/26/67fadfa 13-9-1967 if 

fafad fafaddd fadd d ftdfaffadid snifaddd ^ 1957 % fannr 5% ddifar 

dTddd M'lfi fail 6 dfa fad ddd fafa dfadifa % fadTd If fa'fttd dTd? % fad dT 

dfadfa *dd dfaf ^ faff ddfdd tfdd % ddTdd %ddff fr ffafa fadTd snfddd'd 
dfafa fa srrffandT d faff ddfa $d % dfa % ffa fay ^ fad fadr ddT «rr dfa if 
wpf df fa gfddffarrdTdT f fa fa fawc dd dfa dEdsr, faos^jo itr- ^ 
fao dfafa dtfadfa 1-9-69 ddTT dd % fffa fa^ifd #T Pdldld’d fad 
dR<d ftefa fadTd WTfdd i'JI fadofl^dfT dfafa % ddTdfa dd if dd fad *fa 


[do ffao/fa far fa/ 26 / 67 .] 
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S.O. 2646. — In partial modification of Notification No. Secy/V&C/26/07, dated 
13th September, 1907, issued m pursuance of the provisions of Section 5 of the 
Delhi Development Act, 1957, In which the constitution of the Advisory Council by 
the Delhi Development Authority was notified for the purpose of "advising the 
Authority on the preparation of the Master Plan and on such other matters relating 
to the planning of development or arising out of, or In connection with the ad- 
ministration ot the said Act, as may be referred to it by the Authority, It if further 
notified that Shri Tilak Ra} Narulu , Chairman, Delhi Transport Undertaking has 
been elected iv e.j. 13th Avgust, 1969 as a member of the Advisory Council of the 
Delhi Development Authority for a term of four years subieef, to the other piovi- 
sions of the Delhi Development Act, 1957, rice Shri Ram Lai. 

LNo. Secy/V&C/2fi/67.] 
M, L. MONGIA, Secy. 


tTTU 2 64 0.-qf«7fddl ’To ’fr^/26/6 7, fedTT' 1 3AV67 q qt Pw 

mfra^T % fwr q feqqj-fqTTq ipte, 1957 % w 5% srpttt <-.qiq qqn: 
qruf ?rk fwhf jffararoT % fwrq AF'wAr Trqf % fqq qr qcqqsft ?pq wwff 
% Prq aT^PT %TWnT % #1 A ITTfaqrqq qfqfd qifKRTTqr 

% fqq qqi? qq % Trq qr fqq frqr qqr qr qqt q qrf qq ^fqq fqqr 

qiqrlfqi «fr fq^PF rrqqrqr, qiq?r, fc^i qftqgq qq fqqm 13-8-69 q<f 

% faq «fi uq qrq «nqm frq % fwTq snfqq:Tq sft qqqprTT 

qfqfq % qq*q % qq q ^q faq qq % i 

[qc ft q'q qtf/ 26/67 ] 

qqq qrq q'tfqqr, qfqq l 


MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 

New Delhi, the 23th July 1970 

8.0. 2017. — In pursuance of rule 6 of the Export of Fish and Fish Products (In- 
spection) Pules, 1904, the Central Government hereby appoints (1) Shrl R. W. 
Sawant, M/s. Sawant Fisheries, Thana, Bombay and (.2) the Director, Ilaffkine 
Institute, Bombay, as members of the panel of experts constituted for Bombay 
Region, for the purpose of hearing appeals under the said rule against the decision 
of the Export Inspection Agency-Bombay, and directs that the following amend- 
ments shall be made to the notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Foreign Trade and Supply (Department of Foreign Trade) No. S.O. 3322 
dated the 14th August, 1969, namely: — 

In column (2) of the Table appearing bejow the said notification: 

(1) Under the heading “Cochin Region (covering the States of Kerala, Mysore 

and the Union Territories of the Laccadives, Minicoy and Amlndivi 
Island)", for item 8 the following item shall be substituted, namely: — 

“8. The Deputy Chief Executive, Export Inspection Agency-Cochin, 
Manohar Building, M.G, Road, Ernakulam, Cochtn-11. 

| Ex-officlo Convenor.” 

(2) Under the heading “Bombay Region (covering the States of Maharashtra, 

Gujarat and the Uhion Territories of Goa, Daman, Diu, Dadra and 
Nagar Haveli)”, for item 5, 6 and 7, the following Items shall be sub- 
stituted, namely: — 

“5, The Administrator, Maharashtra Rajya Machimar, Sahakarl Sangha 
Ltd., 3, Mahatma Phule Fish Market, Bombay 
6, Shri R. W. Sawant, M/s, Sawant Fisheries, Thana, Bombay 
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7. The Director, Haffkine Institute, Old Government House, Bombay- 12 

8. The Deputy Chief Executive, Export Inspection Agency-Bombay, 

11/21, Mathew Road (2nd floor), Bombay-4. 

Ex-officio Convenor,” 

(3) Under the heading “Madras Region (Covering the States of Andhra Pra- 
desh, Tamflnadu and the Union Territory of Pondicherry)”, for item 6, 
the following Item shall be substituted, namely: — 

“fl The Deputy Director, Export Inspection Agency-Madras, 123, Mount 
Road, Madras-6. 

i Ex-officio Convenor.” 

[No. 60(2)/Exp. Ins.o ,67.1 


fVisft tt.TTTT RRTTR 

flt fessfr, 25 19 70 


5FTo <trro 2 64 7 . — rV RTFft-VflTR fflRTR (fafiWR) faqR, 1904 % 
fflRTT 6%RR’F'RR, ( | ) jj,T C Rr.FRo RiRJFf, i)RR RlRtfl fT.ERR , 

*£|VRT, TJFii RV ( 2) fflRUlR pURffl A TRSf 3R R*«lf % fRTT f^^rf fRf[8r\R 

RfRR7R, RJRf R faf-IRR % fa*!/ T5" fctiR R RsftR RfiRT Rt % RRtRR % 

fHR flfsR iRRRCTf % qflR % WR R *R *1 np?g' | -;Tf?iq!)Frq7rfl-^?ftT 
RFR *FTF % Rr.tJR fq^R SHIRF SlV r -ffl RR ~R (fsTO RIFF fVRIR) ITT Rft^RflT 
RoRToRTo 3322rflTtRT, 14F,F, 1 9 ( 9 R fhFfafeR RRIbR fflRT RintR, RRR : — 

TO Rfar^RRT R Rt% tfT RRiff R, *Rtr ( 2) R : 

( 1 ) "r 1R\R «ifa (SRR RTO, % MR! R* 7 ~c Rl* R fl ?f RT E R '< ». RR - 
flRf % RR 7FR 815 R1R ? ) " tfihT RT fliR, f- % : R fl r F f'< T" 
faferT RR 5]fn?RifqR Ri RR*ifr, RRfa : — 


“e. 3R IJUR RTRRFTR, 
fRRfcT ffl'kTH Rt'RRvR — R>3tR, 
RRfgT flfcTR, RRo qfto 
h 7 RT^RR, Rtr^fTR— 1 1 


q^R rrTrr' ,f 


( 2)"iJTRf 8TR (SRJr RfTTO^ tjsftr % R3R rV RlRT RRR-flR, 5TR? 

R1RT SR’jft % RR 7FR «8R RlR £)" ?Mr & *fl%, RR 5, 6 R*F 7 %■ 
1RIR 57 R? S(fh?Rlf r fl Rf RIRRt, RR^ : — 


5. MHIUH, 

RRFTRJ TTRR R'5#RTT RFHTY RR fH°, 
3, RtJTrRT Rwl fRFI RT^, 
i 

6. Rf RTTo RTRRT, 

RRl-f RTRRT fq5V| {]qf, 

RTRT, 1JSR$ I 
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7- 

?fl^ |TTfT, 

1 2 

8. TT TFTTT s rT, 

11/21, fir (^rft Rf^rar), 

,( 3) “ESTE ^ ('HUT 5TFW 5T^r, Tf^vT^ % Tim sfpr. Tifr%ft % ^ 
•htjt m «n?r t ) ” wtTT % -ftT, *re 6 %■ t^Marer nfr^-rrfra 
si«rt^ : — 

“e. TT 

ft-q-tcT ftftaw sqf^TTJT-iTTRT, 

1 23 j TtT, 

TOTtf-S 


'T? f r *pujpp" 

[T° 60 ( 2 )/fc°fa °/6 7 .] 

S.O.2648 — In pursuance of rule 8 ofthe Export of Dried Fish (Inspection") Rules, 1070, the 
'Central Government hereby appoints the persons mentioned in column (2) ofthe Table given 
below as the panel of experts for the purpose of hearing appeals under the said rules against the 
decision of the Export Inspection Agency mentioned in the corresponding entry in column (1 ) 
thereof: 

Provided that where a member of any of the s'aid panels is personally interested in the *ubjec 
matter of any appeal, he shall not take part in the proceedings relating to that appeal. 1 

The Table 


A at 1 or i ty against whose decision appeal Place of hearing of appeal and persons constituting the 
lies Danel of exoerts to which anneal lirs 


panel of experts to which appeal lies 


1 


2 


il. Export Inspection Agency — Bombay Bombay Region, 

(covering the States of Maharashtra, Gujarat and the 
Union Territories of Goa, Daman, Diu, Dadra and 
Nagar Haveli). 

1. The Director of Fisheries, Govt, of 

Maharashtra, Bombay . . . Ex-officio 

Chairman 

2. The Director of Fisheries, Govern- 
ment of Gujarat, Ahmedabad . . Ex-officio 

3, The Senior Marketing Officer, 

Directorate of Marketing and Inspec 

tion, Bombay Ex-officio 

4, The Offlccr-in- Charge, Regional 

Office of the Central Institute of 
Fisheries Technology, Bombay Ex-officio 
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2 


The President, Marine Products Ex- 
porters Chamber, Western Region, 

Bombay 

6. Shr K. C. Shah, Gujarat Fisheries 
Central Co-operative AssociationLt J., 

Bombay. 

7. The Deputy Chief Executive, Export 

Inspection Agency, Bombay . . Ex-o fficio 

Convener 

2 . Export Inspection Agency — Cochin Cochin Region 

(covering the States of Kerala, Mysore and the Union-' 
Territories of the Laccadives, Mmicoy and Amindivi 
Island^ 

1. The Chairman, Marine Products Ex- 
port Promotion Council, Ernakulam, 

Coch-'n Ex-officio 

2. The Director of Fisheries, Govt, of 

Kerala, Trivandrum , , , Ex-officio 

3. The Director of Fisheries, Govt, of 

Mysore, Bangalore . . . Ex-o fficio 

4. The Director, Central Institute of 
Fisheries Technology, Ernakulam, 

Cochin Ex-Officio 

5. The President, Seafood Exporters 
Association ot India, Thoppumpady, 

Cochin, 

6. The President, Travancorc Cochin 
Prawn Curcrs’ Co-operative Market- 
ing Society Ltd., Cochin. 

7. The Deputv Chief Executive, Export 
Inspection Agency-Cochin, Ernaku- 
lam, Cochin .... Ex-officio 

Convener 

3. Export Inspection Agency— Madras Madras Region 

(covering the States of Andhra Pradesh 
and Tam lnadu and t he Union Tcrri- 
torrv of Pondicherry - ) 

1. The Director of Fisheries, Govern- 
ment ol Tam lnadu, Madras . Ex-Officio 

Chairman 

2. TheSjn’orMii-kitingOf5::r,D rec- 
toratc of Marketing and Inspection, 

Midras , . . . , Ex-Officio 

3. The Deputy Director (Export Pro- 
monon), Office of the J.C.C.T. & E., 

Madras ..... Ex-officio 

4. The Director, Central Institute of 
Fisheries Technology. Cochin , Ex-officio 

4, The President, Tamilnadu Marine 
Products Exporters Association, 

Madras. 

6. The President FishExporters’ Cham- 
ber, Tui icorin. 

7. The Deputy Director, Off-shore 
Fish'ng Station, Govt, of India, 

Tuticorin . . . Ex-officio 

S .ThcDeputyDircctor, Export Inspec- 
tion Agency — Madras, 123, Mount 
Road, Madras-6 .... Ex-officio 

Convener 


2 . The quorum of the panel shall be three. 


[No, 60(10) Exp. Tnsp ./ 67I’ 
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Vfo ifTTo 2648 ®F7r (fafteFT) faTT, 1970 % ffFDT 8% 

^ittt Jr, irtt?, ;fl% tt % *eru>r ( 2 ) Jr TFarcr srf%FfT %t far^'r^ff % 

‘T’T'T % % 3T TTPTTt % EIUT ( 1 ) %V TFFTFfr Trfrfar J 1 Tf%cT fwtcl frfftFT 

*rf*n? 7 W % frfHJMtl % f^T 5 f%TT % ^TEppT STfUff %1 % TTTTT % f'-pr 

FfT^iJRI f%7JTT £ : 

TIFT U^T l t?U%f % % f%lft FTT TT %lf TT^T, 3TT f%W% STtFT %Y f%TT TW[ ^ 

tqiwr ft %r t? fit srffa % TiTTrfirTt Jr tft t^Y Jmr i 

TTTTTfY 


[srrFsHTT)- f%T% f%fai?TT % 
fr*^ ttY^t pfr tttY t i 

srrfFT %Y *Hrrt tt *«ttt sflr fanirT?fT tt 

Trfsrr t?T wt% 3Tf%r f%T%T ttPt %Y ^rr ttt%Y 
% i 

1 

2 


i. farfa frYtePT TfYrrurr- <fcr, 

jrnrf i ?tt ’tthtt % trt stYi mrr, stt, 

TYt, TT 3 T tYt TUK fTT^fY % ITT 7 J 7 T 

ITfwTfaRT ^ ) I 

1 . f%YSTT, TFT ^sfFT, TRTK, *J*Tt 

T%T, 

5 TET 5 T I 

2 . fatw, 4 Yt 3 %TT, 

T THTIT TUTTI, 

^TTTTTT . . . TYT 

3- %Ycs f%FJTT TfaTT^Y, 

fTTTT ?fk f%YY tTT fTT^nTT, 

T Y , . . , 1 )t H 

4. TFT TTTSTT srfSTrrd, 

TFT TMfaTY TTITFT TT 
EffTYT TTTflTT, , . T%T 

5. T*T«T, 

TTYt Tt^TT tiWTTtlf %I5TI, 

T5TTY STeE I 
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1 


2 


6 - Ml 

Jfspn fajrffar *F^I TrirnTtf^T iT^ffqrppr 

fko , | 

7. 3T *T®T TFT'TtvlT, 

f^rfr, farta"! ?rfw^r, 

jjkt* .... t^i, 

?UTi j( ^ 

I %^T, ifu ^'FFTTfa fJEflFFT ?ffa 

scuff TTUff pftT % W ^ |) 

1 . mm, 

’TTJTTTf^TT' ^TTT fwfa 

mm 

2. fa^FT, F>T tjTfFT %^T FZTP-, 

fy^^ur . . . T7T 

3. PTTSTT, ifFT ^sfTF, Fg7 ?ETK, 

.... T^T 

4. fa^SFF, 

FFT 5ft2frfTTt TRS'-TFT, ut^T 
f^iT, TtfTT . . T^T 

5. JTWTfT, 

pfr mm, 

afrwrft-, Tufta 

6. IWTf?r, 

^T^TTTT TITlFT SIFT TTF^TT ThriTT- 
T ftT FTTfeT ^TPTR.^r f<T° 

7. ^T JJW 4t4 t 4FTT 

f?rffSFT *rfwrT Tt^T, 

tTr^n^ur, 'fHYf . . 

fEIMT 

2 . fmrfc frncrmt wsw stt , 

?TFW5r^ir sfrr FfJFTnr % 

TTTIT wk TTf^rft % *1*1 TT51T 
5TT Ffj-Ffw f I 
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1 

2 

3 


1. frfrlT, *ffr STSlfr, 

dlfreHlf TTWK, tram 

Tfr 


2 . fres frqum irftr^rO', 
fWTT 

fr^HFET, ETm 



3. TT-fniFTT, (fftUftT 

fro Wlfo tray 

'Ll TTfreTH, TTsTRT 



4. tffr 

frfrfrfr ETtfET, 

frfrd - 

TS-T 


5. Cfflrf-T, df-FRlf 

3ffr m?FCjV-FTqlTT 
^frftPFM, tram 



6 . Ewrafcr, fam 
frFF zfrfrffr 1 



7. TFfd^l + , SPmfrtf 

EJRET, FlFf 

EmrrT, jfefrfm 

. Tfr 


8. ^T-fr^nr, frofr frfr- 
snr frirami, tram, 

123 , trm?cm tram-6 

. ifrr 
frfrspp 

2 . »ro^fr rfFr ifrfr i 

[fr 60 ( 

10 ) fr° fro/67] 


S O. 1649 — In pursuance of the rule 7 of the Export of P.V.C. Leather Cloth (Inspec- 
tion) Rules, 1966, the Central Government, in supersession of the notification of the Go\ em- 
inent of India, m the late Ministry of Commerce S.O. 2941 dated 1-10-1966 hereby appoints 
the persons mentioned in column ( 2 ) of the Table below as the panel of experts for the purpose 
of hearing appeals under the said rule against the decision ofthe Export Inspection Agency, 
mentioned in the corresponding entry in column (1) thereof: 

Provided that where a member of any of the said panels is personally interested in the subject 
matter of any appeal, he shall not take part in the proceedings relating to that appeal. 
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The Table 


AJthot itv against whose decision appeal 'Pers msconstitutingthe panel of experts to which appeal 
lies Ues 1 


(1) 


(2) 


x. SSxp'irt inspection Agency — Bombay 1. Chairman (Ex-officio), The Plastics and Linoleums 

Export Promotion Council, Nyloc House (4th floor), 
254-D2, Dr. Annie Besant Road, Bombay~X5 — 
Chairman, 

2. Vice Chairman (Ex-offlcio), The Plastics and 
Linoleums Export Promotion Council, Nyloc 
House (4th floor) 254-D2,' Dr. Annie Besant Road, 

Bambay-15 

3. Shri R. M. Patel, General BManager, M/s. Bhor 
Industries Ltd., Sir Vithaldas Chambers, 16, "Appollo 
Street, Fort, Bombgy-i. 

4. Shri A. R. Chouhan, M/s. The National r Leather 
Cloth Mfg. Co., (2nd floor), Ramkrupa Bldg., *5, 
Parekh Street, Bombay-4. 

5. Shri R. M. Jhaveri, Director, M/s. Dharampur 
Leather Cloth Co. Ltd., 10, Chowpatty Sea Pace, 
Bombay-7. 

6. Deputy Director (Ex-offlcio), 'National Test House, 
Gautam Building, Zakaria BDR Road, Bombay-ij. 

7. Joint Director (Ex-officio), Export Inspection 
Council, Mani Mahal, n/ai, Mathew Road, Bom- 
bav-4. — Convener. 

2. Expart Insp3Ction Agency— Calcutta t. Chairman (Bx-otfficio), The Plastics & Linoleums 

Export Promotion Council, 14/1B, Ezra Street (and 
floor), Calcutta-i. — Chairman. 

2. Vice-Chairman (Ex-offlcio), The Plastics and Lino- 
leums Export Promotion Council, 14/1-B, Barn, 
Stseet (and floor), Calcutta-i. 

3. Deputy Director (Export Promotion) (Ex-offldo), 
Office of the Joint Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports, 4, Esplanade East, Calcutta-i. 

4. Deputy Director (Chemicals) (Ex-offlcio), National 
Test House, 11/1, Judge’s Court Road, Aliporc, 
Calcutta-27. 

5. Deputy Director (Chemicals) (Ex-offlcio), Export 
Inspection Council, 14/1B, Ezra Street (7th floor), 
Calcutt a-i . —Convener. 

3. Export Inspection Agency— Cochin 1. Dr. P. B. Janardhan, Prof, of Analytical and 

Madras. Inorganic Chemistry, Madras University, A.C. 

College Campus, Madras-25. — Chairman. 

2. Deputy Director (Export Promotion) (Ex-offla|o), 
Office of the Joint Chief Controller of Import* & 
Exports, Post Box No. 1842, Mcdras-I. 

3. ShriP. R. Narayanan, Technical Adviser, Ruby 
Rubbac Works (Bangalore) Ltd., 6th Mile, Bonerg- 
hatta Road, Dharmaram College P.O., Bengal ore-ap. 

4. Regional Manager (Ex-offldo), State Trading Cor- 
poration of India Ltd., 123, Mount Road, Maaraa-6, 

5. Deputy Director (Ex-officio), Export Inspection 

Agency — Madras, 123, Mount Rood, Madrai-6, 

Convener. 
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(I) (-2) 

4. Export Inspection Agency-Delhi. 1. Director (Ex-officio), Small Industries Scrtiec 

Institute, Okhla, New Dclhi-20. — Chairman. 

2. Shri K. Manlvannan, Technical Expert (C.E) 
Directorate of Industries, Haryana, Chandigarh. 

3. Dr. P. H. Rao, Deputy Director, Shriram Institute 
for Industrial Research, 19, University Rood, Delhi-7. 

4. Dr. M. S. Muthana, Deputy Director, Indian Insti- 
tute of Technology, I.I.T, P.O., Kanpur. 

5. Deputy Director (Ex-officio), Export Inspection 
Council, 6B/9, Northern Extn. Area, Rajinder Nagar, 
New Delhi-5. — -Convener. 

(No. 6o(37)/Exp. Insp./67).( 
M. K. B. Bhatnaqar, 

ieputi D rector (Export Promotion), 

■tile mo 26 49.-Tt° RT° RR-T63 fRRTR ( fffirtRR ) fRRR, 1 9 6 <-■ ^ 

R ilV RDR ROTIT % RTfirpFR EETRR RT Rfal^RRT H o TTo mo 29 41 RpfN 

1 — 1 0— 196 6 RE TlfsiR.TE ROTl gfi %?aTR ROTOT sftR U ff RpfaT T *RTR 2 R RfRTR 
OTfaEET W,\ faRTR! % TRH % *T R OTE f^TURT % R»ftE ( 1 ) TREE 

TtrpTrfr srfRfcR r e1%e fERfr srfRRr t Mrere % mffau ERRii 
% hrW % fati fRRER rr ft ? 1 

OTRj; REE ERR! R R fiRft 'fffiE EE EEf R 4 OT EE fatfr SRPE TE fatR-mR; if 
-I fan: 'T R fttPWt!)RT EE RRW>r R RCflTd ETRElftfET R RET RgT RET I 

mffcPETd ffaR% farfRJRR % fEEWT EE TER Efep ROT triR OTfER faFBFt 

TrftR REEft t I RTtR # RT ETEI R I 

(1) (2) 

1. RSOT1 (R^R) '-RlfeT 5lV fRBtfRER IeeIe 
RE ERE RfaTR ETERE ETER ( EtET eIrr) 

2 5 4 fl- 2 ET°n;EfarER TIE tpEi-_5 I 

2 RRTSW (tEr) ETlfeR: rV fi-iRrfa'RR tRRlR 
EEERE TfETE, ET^EEi SOT (rW Rfaffi), 

2 5 4-#t 2, TT° TOT *pEf— 25 I 

3 M't R I V 0 ERe R^E, 

R RlT r,T, r-EiE TIE ^TER, 

i6, srrVrr ter, ijort-i 

4. I£o wire rVir, 

ifo fi? ^REE RET ERIE RRJTsEEfVR Eio fafe, 
RfRR), EERE farfaTT, 2 5, TTR^flZ 
RPflf -4 I 


1. fRRfrr fRfteiRr mRTTRr — 
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(') M 1 _ _ 

5 . sft WT- nue 5R<T, 

TTo ^,7 W*I ko, in, rYtpt, 

RT TR, -1 

C. 3R fttW (tYt), htfrt z*z gran, thr 

fgfcr, wflE «fl ft 5TF. TIT 1 5 

7 . *TR W P-T^Dh, (q^T), 

fr.ntT farremr ifore, rKY 11 / 12 , 

Aw tit, vwi-4 REPP 

CN ' O 

2. kra% Wts-tp ’TftrmEr- 1. nmiT (t%t), 

^fTrTT mfRf&F flYl fkTttkTH frirffT TTTT'V ifpR, 

14/1 nr°. it^tt rjp *rf^n=r) j 

| 1 — ^TKTIT 

2. TTTtTTST (T^T ) 

r TTf^CTi ’TP fkntfaRE ftrarfar htoi 

14/1 ^r», rppi pft? (-jnCt wf^TT ) , 

TTTtTT -1 

3- TT fETTFP (f'WTTfr R5FETE) (T^T ), 

REfTE n'p fanfa % RRPT tjRR frtUTT TT 
TTEri"ETj 4, ETEkkr ’i^Z, TPTPIT — 1 . 

4- EE fEaRT (tETEE) (eER ) 

ERRR § ,5 T gTsE, 1 1 / 1 ERE ET^ TP WlRT, 

TpTPrr -27 

5. EE faTRT (ESTER) EEE ), 

frqYr fafratEr, sf‘<Ea, m/i eYo tt^tt ffp 
(EFUff nfam) 

EETEvrTT— 1 —EE ME 1 

3. M'll fEEtWE ’TtHTPET EE E M 1 . ET ° EU 4T ° EEIEH , EE-RIET, 

?flr train N m fw Tfp twiTEE; trier, train 

fEtrafag-rarar, Eo’fro Ertfrrar fn#sr, 

tram - 2 5 — nm&T 

2. ee frTitir (ftra%nJRT?T ) (err ) 
tit rd ttp ftrarin % rjjee tjw fmrw 
ee here, tpt etee ro 1342, 
traw-i 

3. Rt iio tko hitterr, REEffaft ehtreet, 

’Es EER (R’mYt ) fpo, 

®|T TH, 4%7RJT TTT 5JRTTR #P 
<fte pro rtrYt -29 
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(0 


( 2 ) 


4. (q^T ) 

'flTtT qT TRJT °TTCi< fr°, 123, 

tTr, qrm-e 

5 . gq- (q^r) 

fork fMtoT qfroq — *raw, 

123, Hl'S'c- Ti«, -hs m — 6 

4. *rftTTTJr fe# i 1. f^nF (q^r ) 

R’f TETtF (BIT RfRTR, WfWT, 

feft-2o . . . Rtftaw 

2. %o R^ftwr, trfftfFflr faflTir 
(?ft° 5 °) rsttf fa^mrr, ?wrt 

i 

3. 3T° c fV t[T° TR, 

3T fat*r>F, 

«fkir qfh - fr^ut 

19 , qf^^f’rcfr ffr fa^fr- 7 

4. ^lo ([Ro t»Ro RRTRT, 

'3 t r Oiiisw, 

^fwr RTR J'fttoW, 

?nto?no^o'fVoi5no, <t>i'i , i,< 

5. TT Pi^9RT (m^4 ) 

fi^'in m OsTR 1 l\ r i<^, 6 “ft/ 9, Hisfd 
rrWdRTR Pf^TT, 71'favjf RFT, 

R$ 5 tiVi'JiW* 


[R° 60 ( 37)fRo fTTo/67] 
t^Ro £ o afro RdHIMT, 

RR f^BF (fairfff RRR3 r) I 


(Coffee Control) 

New Delhi, the 29 th July 1970 

8.0. 2850. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (c) of sub-section 
(2) of section 4 of the Coffee Act, 1942 (7 of 1942), read with sub-rule (2) of 
rule 3 and sub-rule (2) of rule 4 of the Coffee Rules, 1959, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints Sarvashrl M. Meyyappan and M.A. Mandanna as members 
of the Coffee Board In place of Sarvashri K. N. Neelakantan and R. K, Renfer 




Sec, 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 8, 1970/SRAVANA 17, 1892 3567 


respectively, since resigned, and makes the following amendments in the noti- 
fication of the Government of India in the late Ministry of Commerce No, S.O. 
2534, dated the 10th July, 1968, namely:— 

In the Table under the said notification. — 

(i) for serial No. (5) and the entries relating thereto, the following 

serial No, and entries shall be substituted, namely: — 

‘‘(5) Shri M. Mayyappan, 

Director, the Nelliampathy 
Tea & Produce Co., 

'Sabrina' 

75, Santhome High Road. 

Madras-28. 

Representative of large growers in 
the State of Kerala. 

(ii) for serial No. (16) and the entries relating thereto, the following 

serial No. and entries shall be substituted, namely: — 

“(16) Shri M, A. Mandanna. 

Kothari Coffee Curing 
Works, Hassan. 

Representative of the curing estab- 
lishments. 

[No. F. 1(2) Plant(B)/67.] 
P. G. SALVI. Under Secy. 

(<rn»fr 

frfRfr, 29 rf, 1970 

*tt° Wlc 2650. — faRRERfr, 1955% filW 3 % TT-fTUT (2)«frT 
ffrRR ( 2 ) %RrRTf^WftRffffcHR, 1942 (1942TT7) RUT 4 

%r twki ( 2 ) (r) tttt jttu m pRpff tt rth th jr %r&r tor R$>5fr 

t(Rc ?ftR%5R RRT RTTo TRRiT %, <R{R RR £ ^fr % TfiTR, RR% PTH 9T RHR: Rfcft 

RTRT THJT % TTpTH TffFN Rf£f*lRRT ifo ffr» 2534, f%TP6 1 0 3|RTf , 
1968 R fTHfMRad RRtRR R"Rfr RR%: — 

RTT RfiST^Hr % THPffiT RlfRRT R, — 

( l) TRRo (5) Rk RR % RRTR trfafeRT % PTR Tt fRCRf^H *6R Ro 
RRT RfrfHRt RFdPTrfMd RR% : — 

'( 5 ) «frqH° WW 1 , 

ttruett, fe RfRRRkfr tps sfTr^rpr % ° , 'rt^rt’ 

7 5, RHtR fTf TtR 

R5TR— 28 — %RT TPH % f^RlR RcHH % Tfdffiftl I 

(2) ’spRRRRT (16) Rk RR R R*TR MfafkRi % PTH RT fRHfRftH TR 

wn Rk srfwRf skwrfRR RiR*fr, RRk: — 

“( 16) >5fr t^To tTo RRRT, 

Tlk apfrftR RTR, 

g*H I 

TfTRTtH RPTHT % RfcrfRftT 

[Ro TRo 1(2) (ift) /67] 

‘fk afro RTR*fr, HR RfrfR | 
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(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 191 h June 1970 

8,0. 2651. — M/s. The East India Rubber Works Private Ltd., lfJl-Chittaranjan 
Avenue, Calcutta were granted an import licence No. P/CG/2046058/T/IT/20/C/ 
H/20/CG. Ill dated the 24th March, 1965 for Rs. 7,32,000/- (Rupees seven lakhs & 
thirty-two thousand only). They have applied for the issue of a duplicate (Customs 
as well as Exchange Control Purposes) copy of the said licence on the ground that 
the original (Customs as well as Exchange Control) copy has been lost/misplaced. 
It is further stated that the original licence has not been utilised by the licensee. 

In support of this contention, the applicant has fded an affidavit. I am accord- 
ingly satisfied that the original Customs and Exchange Control purposes copy of the 
said licence has been lost. Therefore, in exercise of the powe r s conferred under 
Sub-clause 0(cc) of the Imports (Control) Order 1955 dated 7th December, 1955 as 
amended, the said original Customs as well as Exchange Control copy of licence 
No. P/CG/2046058/T/IT/20/C/H/20/CG.III dated the 24th March, 1905 issued to 
M/s. The East India Rubber Works Private Lid.. 161, Chittaranjan Avenue. Calcutta 
is hereby cancelled. 

[No. P.P. 32(27)/G4-65/CG. I 1 
S. M. AGRAWAT., 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 


(*£«* fwiA “1 

srrSrsr 

R? 19 1970 

wio265i.-w^f? sfcnTT Tar? r# rtsrr iri, farrwR 

y '-RitTT 7, 32, 000 (RTR vTPf RffTR RES') Si far bRT 

apnupr R*m ’ft/tftysft/ 204605 8 jit I ■mitt 1 2 o/tfr/RR/ 2 o/*M- 3 , 

24 RTR, 1965 fSOT RRT RT 1 RRfft R’EJSR RTCRR aft RRftrfR 

gftr tJTtf R3T fRRmi a FRT % fvfh) RTRRR fWT 

t? rtrtt fasr tff iff Rfa r'Vtrtr^- 

fRRRR *ft) ijt Rf t 1 *r?W RR£ R T, T Tt Rt £ I RUf RS WT RRT ft fs> -1 iSd'-iuiA' 
gfTT RR RTSRR ST RRRtR Riff faPRT RR1 ft i 

^ RS? % RRUT R RR RRR-RR RR1 fR7RT ft I RRRRR, R^R 
g tftR l-7Tv=P R*Vt RsT fRRRR T IR R’RRft if Id Rf 5 • 

^RfRTT, RTRRT (fRR^T) 1955 iWsr 7-12-1955 % RWU 1 (tft tfr) 

^ RRftR RKftfsRT RStT TFlfen ff STT RRTR RR RTWR RWT 'ft/ffafr/2046058--- 
jV.'Rrf €V / 20 /lft/TS/ 20 /^fr sfr-3, fRRtR 24 RT#, 1965 Sft m 

jftrrr RRE itfrr RTRlfr R?T fRROT Rfr Rt rNTT fe f*R TfRSRT RRS R# RUtR 

% 0l 161, f°fti TR R +RSTrT( «Ft RT^T S?T R# «ft, ^R#i 3TU RTfl ft | 


[Rc mRo 32(27) / 6 4 — 65 f sfro-i) 

nTTo TTgo RRRTcl, 


rr Irrrr,, rtstr— IrrIr I 
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(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Neu> Delhi, the 23rd June 1970 

S-O. 2652, — Shri R. G. Kurup, R-A99 Inder Puri, New Delhi was granted a Cus- 
toms Clearance Permit No. P/J/2370803/N/MN/34/H/2930 dated 28th March, 1970, 
for Rs. 1,350 for the import of T. V. Set. He has applied for a duplicate Clearance 
the Customs Clearance Permit on the ground that the original Customs Clearance 
Permit has been lost. It is further stated that the Original Customs Clearance 
Permit was not registered with any Custom House and not utilised. In support of 
this contention, he has filed an affidavit. I am satisfied that the original Customs 
Clearance Permit No. P/J/2370803 dated 28th March, 1970 has been lost and direct 
that a duplicate Customs Clearance Permit should be issued to the apbUc.d’Xt. The 
original Customs Clearance Permit is Cancelled. 

[No. 289/IV/R. 85/AM70/Adhoc’/ 595-1 
J. SHANKAR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Export^. 

f RRf, ’SHTi T-f -qjt f V \ VjXm 

dt 23 RR, 1970 

irrfo 2,6 52— Ht RT* o RJo HIT— n 9 9, ^SR^t, hf fee#)' RR, 

RS Rd RiRTd RTTR % f#d 1,350 HtRT RyiT Rddfifl HHRfd 'IS 

'ft/^/2370803/trdM, RH/ 34 1 <*3,’ 29-30, fehEP 28-3-70 faRf H77 

«T( I, Hhqfd- RR Rt* HRfRfe Tfd % fedl |) 

3R% Hpf Hjsrrr fenr | fe 7 T7d RR RtRT-TRRl fdHRRt HRRfe RR *31 

mr I I TPffe STIR RR RffiPTl t fo RR HIRPR'R fdRdRT HRRfe RR feRf RfRT 

3T7^ dTRm r RRtfR Rgf f srr *rr Hfe iwr rtt# rrtr Rift f%RT rrt nr i RRftR 

RR^ RRTR R fetrtrR R iHRH RRf fhRT ft l # RR HIT # R^R fife RR 

RTRTr-5T^ faRTRl RRR& RH R5RT rV/r/ 237 0803, fedTR 2 8-3-70 Rt RRf 
f RJRR t fe RRtRfd HIRT-H?R fetR^r RRRfd RR HTRvR fif RJ"ft fhRJ 
RTRJ Rife)! I R^R RtRl-SJ^ feTRRt Rd^Rfe RR T? felRl RTRT % I 

[RRRTo 289/4/RT^o 8 5/R RR 70 /rRSTF/ 595} 

Ro RR7 T, 

RR R<§H feRR^T, RPTfR fedfe I 


MINISTRY QF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

Neie Delhi, the 28 th July 1970 


SO. 2653 In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1 947 (14 

nf 1947) the Central Government hereby publishes the following award Qi the 
Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh, in the industrial dispute, between tlie employers 
in Xion to the Bhakra Bam and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 24th July 1970. 
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BEFORE SHRI P. P. R. SAWHNY, B.A. (HONS.) CANTAB, BAR-AT-LAW 
PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, PUNJAB, 
CHANDIGARH 
Reference No. 1/C or 1970 
Between 

The workmen and the management of Bhakra Dam, Nangal Township. 
Appsaranceb : 

Shrl Ram Kiahan Singh for the workmen, 

Bhri Jatindra Mittal for the respondent management. 

AWARD 

An industrial dispute having arisen between the employers in relation to the 
Bhakra Dam and their workmen in respect of the matter specified below, the 
Central Government referred the same to this Tribunal for adjudication—trtde 
Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment) , Notification No. 4/85/68-LR III, dated 17th December, 1989: — 

"Whether the management of Bhakra Dam was justified in retrenching Shrl 
Bhagel Singh In their notice, dated the 22nd July, 18087 If not. to 

what relief i s the workman entitled? 


2. Notices were issued to the parties in response to which the workmen put 
in their statement of claim and the respondent management their written state- 
ment. 

8. In the statement of claim it has been inter alia stated that ho (Shrl Bhagel 

M ) had been kept under wrong classification In the trade of Auto only, whera- 
t other workmen working in the Auto Repair Workshop had been classified 
as Auto repairers according to the classification list attached therewith as anne- 
xu re (C), that he was the senior most amongst those workmen, he having Joined 
on 24th February I960, that he was promoted to the post of Chargeman Special 
(Auto) G-II, and was posted as Chargeman Special Grade I Auto on 1st January, 
1986, and that inspite of all this It was considered by the management that he 
was in the classification of the trade Auto which relates to Auto Electrical and 
falls in Group I of the Electrical Supervisory, that even then he was the senior 
most amongst the others os was evident from the list of lunior-most workmen to 
him, annexure ‘G’. 

According to him, the seniority in all the categories is pool in Bhakra Dam 
Project and he had been illegally retrenched due to wrong classification and tha 
management had not even prepared the seniority list of the category to which 
ha belonged before retrenchment and did not send the report to the prescribed 
authorities under the prescribed form P, and that the management had neither 
paid nor offered to pay retrenchment benefit prior to retrenchment, which was 
a condition precedent for retrenchment and that since the action of the manage- 
ment was void ah initio, he should be ordered to be reinstated with full back wages. 

4. The management in their written statement have inter alia stated that the 

S.E. Nangal Mechanical Circle enquired from the concerned workman whether 
he desired to be promoted as Special Chargeman Grade I (Auto), and the work- 
man having tendered his willingness, was promoted with effect from 1st January. 
1988, and he was the only man in the category of Chargeman Special Graae 
I (Auto) and due to reduction In work-load he bad been served with retrenchment 
notice on 22nd July. 1968. which expired on 7th September. 1968, 

6. As regards categorisation it was stated that since the Superintendent, 
Nangal Workshop, recommended for additional classification of certain categories, 
including the category of Auto, in pursuance of the recommendations the category 
of Auto was placed under para I of Electrical Supervisory head and two distinct cate- 
gories, viz Auto Repair and Auto Electrical were in existence, and since 
tile concerned workman. Shrl Bhagat Singh was working as 
Chargeman Special Auto, he was categorised in the trade of Auto, that as he was 
working on mechanical repair and repair to electrical parts of engines of various 
vehicles and electric overhead cranes, the work being of a very intricate nature, 
he was specially placed in this distinct category of Auto after he had given his 
consent as stated earlier, and that he was the only workman of the category. 
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6. It was denied that semonty list had not been pasted on the notice boaid, 
and added that it was pasted on the main entrance, and the concerned workman 
had noted his position on 8th April, 1968 as per annexure M/7 

7 With regdid to letrenchment of the concerned workman it was maintained 
that the retrenchment had been effected after observing all the formalities under 
the rules, and that the concerned workman had himself evaded to collect the 
retrenchment compensation as he had challenged the retrenchment 


8. No rejoinder was put in by the workman 


9 Since the parties did not claim any othei issue than the term of reference, 
the term of reference was framed as the only issue 


10 The management have examined only two witnesses, namely Sarvshri 
Shamacharan, S D O Mechanical and Manohar Lai, Foreman Special, Nangal 
Workshop, Naya Nangal 

11 As far as the statement made by Shri Shamacharan is concerned, it is 
hardly of any assistance to the management inasmuch as he has stated nothing 
that appears to be connected with the item of dispute His statement accord- 
ingly deserves to be ignored, except for the fact that aceoiding to him Shn Bhagel 
Smgh was posted in Auto Repair Shop and some other gentleman was Incharge 
of that Shop, and that the certificate of which A/1 is a copy, had been issued to 
Shn Bhagel Smgh on the last day of his working with them showing that he 
was working in auto repan workshop foi repairs and genera] overhauling of 
petrol & diesel vehicles 

12. According to, the only other witness of the management Shn Manohar 
Lai, RW 2, Shn Bhagel Singh had been working m the Auto Repair Workshop 
and’ was attending to Special electrical and overhauling of engines. This Is all 
he has stated in the examination-m-chief, and it does not by itself obviously 
justify the retrenchment of Shn Bhagel Singh as he has not said a word which 
may support the grounds taken by the respondent management for retrenching 
Shri Bhagel Singh that find mention in the written statement. Shri Manohar Lab 
RW 2 under whom Shri Bhagel Singh directly worked has even not stated that 
he had made any leport of retrenchment or that Shn Bhagel Smgh was the 
limlor most in his categoiy The onus being on the management to justify re- 
trenchment of Shri Bhagel Singh they have clearly failed to discharge it It has 
as such to be held that they were not justified in taking action in retrenching Shn 
Bhagel Singh from service 


It was open to them to have proved from the records the particular category 
to which Shri Bhagel Singh belonged, that he was the junior-most In that cate- 
gory that the work-load had decreased, that the retrenchment was justified and 
that ’he had been tendered retrenchment compensation before he had been re- 
trenched Payment of retrenchment compensation is a conductive precedent before 
retrenchment and non-compUsmce of the statutory obligation in this behalf by the 
respondent management again renders the retrenchment of ShrJ Bhagel Singh 
concerned workman from service since 7th September, 1968 as illegal and void 
ab initio 


13 It would be of some interest to mention that Shn Manohar Lai has stated 
that it was not his duty to pay compensation to the concerned workman when he 
(the workman) was retrenched, and that he could not say under what circums- 
tances Shri Bhagel Smgh had been retrenched and he had not made payment in 
that behalf to the concerned workman 

He has also stated in cross-examination that there was one other person in the 
Auto Workshop, who did the same duties as Shri Bhagel Smgh was performing 
wi n fecial Chargeman Grade II, and that he did not know if the seniority 
S of the fmployees oTthe Nangal Auto Workshop and Bhakra Dam was joint 
or that the letrenchment was being made categoriwise 01 individually 

14 With the material that has been placed on record by the management 

Itself there can be no othei finding than that the respondent management was 
not 1 us tiled m retrenching Shn Bhagel Smgh fiom service inasmuch as the con- 
cerned workman had not been paid retrenchment compensation before retrench- 
cerneu wm-umu nhbvation and a condition precedent and it has not 

hpon shown whether there was a separate seniority list of the category to which 
been shown wheinei e belong bv the management 01 that he was the 

the concerned workmai id o ^ work-load had decreased justifying taking 

S" Section S th./™. ^trenchment h«d been mnfle c.tegonwise or indlvi- 
dually 
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ls. The concerned workman has examined himself as a witness as also Shri 
Avtar Smgh, a co-worker in the Auto shoo at Nava Nan Ml, Shri Jamyat Singh 
Traffic Inspector, Bhakra Project, Nangal and Shii Kaehbir Singh, clerk of Bhakra 
"Reservoir management. 

16, As has been stated earlier the onus was on tin- respon ent management to 
lustify the action taken by them in retrenching Sh i Bhagi l Smgh, and it has 
been observed as one that from the evidence led b» them thi hoe not succeed - 
cit in discharging this onus 

In this behalf it m-iy be added that not only the material that has been placed 
upon record by the management, docs not show that they „ere not justified in re- 
trenching Shri Bhagel Singh from service, but tlm mutcrnl that has been placed 
on record by the workmen further lends support . - tms view.. 

Besides so far as retrenchment compensation rs concerned, there 19 no docu- 
mentary evidence to show that it was over offered to Shri Phage 1 Smgh beiore 
hs was retrenched or has been paid to him so far while cm t ie contrai'y there is 
a clear -denial ot Shri Bhagel Singh that no such c n ipensution was ever oilcred 
or paid to him. 

17. In the written statement it has been stated by Ihe management that Shri 
Bhagel Singh was the only man in the category of Chargcman Special Grade I, 
aiul that due to reduction in work-load he had been served with a retrenchment 
notice, but there is not even an iota in the evidence on the record to show that 
there had in fact been reduction in the work-load. 

18. The mam plank of the management is that rhey had enquired from Shri 
Bhagel Singh whether he desired to be promoted as Chargeman Special Grade I 
CAuto), and Shri Bhagel Singh having given his willingness, was promoted as 
such from 1st January. 1965 first for a specified penod and then for an unspeci- 
fied period as per entries in Ext. R/3 which is signed by him. and that he had 
also sent representation. Ext. R/4, to the management. 

19. The stand taken by the workmen, however, is that he did not know 
English and could only sign and he was not able to read the contents of R/l and 
R./ 2 , relating to his promotion and his accepting the grade for an unspecified 
period. 

No doubt in Ext. R-2, Shri Bhagel Singh has been shown as Chargeman Spe- 
cial Grade I (Auto) Punching, Shearing and Drilling, but the retrenchment 
notice. Ext. A/2, has been relied upon by the concerned workman to show that in 
this, his designation had been mentioned as Chargeman Special Grade I (Auto), 
and there was no mention about the additional trade, that is, drilling, punching 
and shearing, and he has also relied upon Ext. A/5, a memo relating to the re- 
trenchment of Shri Manohar Ual, Chargeman Special which has a mention that he 
had been wrongly classified and the retrenchment notice against him be cancelled. 

20. It has also been contended by Shri Bhagel Singh that Sarvshri Joginder 
Singh, Amrik Singh, Joginder Pal and Deva Singh who were junior to him, had 
been retained in the Auto repair shop and that he had been served with retrench- 
ment notice, that in the additional trade of drilling, punching and shearing Shri 
Naranjan Singh, who was junior to him, had been retained and in the Auto Elec- 
trical Department Sarvshri Santokh Singh and Tara Singh had been retained 
who were junior to him. 

Apart from Non-payment of the retrenchment compensation which as stated 
above is a statutory obligation, the management have not been able to show that 
Shri Bhagel Singh was the juniormost in the category, and they have not in any 
way refuted the contention of Shri Bhagel Singh that the persons named above 
were junior to him in Auto Repairs and in Auto Electrical department and the 
additional trade ot punching, shearing and drilling, and that service of retrench- 
ment notice was not justified, under the circumstances, according to law. 

21 The workman has also relied upon commendation certificates Exts. A/3 
and A/4, issued by the Sub Divisional Officer Incharge and the Superintendent, 
Nangal Workshop to him— the former shows that he worked in the Auto Repair 
Shop of the respondent management, and the latter that he worked in the Auto 
Shop on the repairs and general overhauling of petrol and diesel driven vehicles. 

On the basis of all these documents the workman has claimed that he was 
working as an Auto repairer, and that there was no necessity for him to make 
any representation about the change in his trade due to alleged promotion etc, as 
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according to him there had been no change in his duties inasmuch as he was 
attending to the same duties that he was attending to prior to his promotion. 

The statement of Shri Ram Kishan Singh, who is the General Secretary of 
Nangal Bhakra Mazdoor Sangh, also suppoits the contention of the concerned 
workman who has stated that in 19G5 when classifications were taken in hand a 
separate post of Auto Eloeiricals was created and there were two independent 
trades, one Auto Repairs and I he other Auto Electricals and that he had insisted 
during the conciliation proceedings that Shri Bhagel Singh who was working as 
an Auto repairer, should be treated to in the Auto Repairers category and that 
the management had not placed him (Shu Bhagel Singh) cither m Hit Auto 
Mechanical or m Auto Electrical category, 

He has also stated that Shri Bhagel Singh had not heen given any rotice tor 
classification of trade and so also the General Secretary of the Union, and that 
the word ‘Auto’ was connected with repairs to vehicles and the workmen employ- 
ed as Auto repairers worked in the Auto Repair shop. 

23. It is also in the evidence of Shri Avtai Singh who was a co-worker of 
Shri Bhagel Singh that he and Shri Bhagel Singh attended to auto repairs and 
overhauling of auto engines and not to electrical defects, -which work was being 
attended to by a separate department i.c. Heavy Electrical Shop, and 

Shri Jamiat Singh, Traffic Inspector, has also supported the workman in this 
behalf by saying that whenever vehicles came for Inspection by Registration 
Authorities, Shri Arjan Singh attended to the electrical defects and Shri Bhagel 
Singh, concerned workman removed the mechanical defects in the vehicles, 

24. Not only non-compliance of statutory provision of payment of retrench- 
ment compensation under 25F of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, which is a 
condition precedent renders the retrenchment illegal void ab initio, but also the 
fact that juniors to Shri Bhagel Singh have been retained in service. 

Apart from this, the material that has been placed upon record by the parties 
clearly shows that there had been no change in the trade of Shri Bhagel Singh, 
and the fact that he was promoted as a Chargeman Special Grade I (Auto) and 
he had accepted the change as per R/2 is hardly of any assistance to the manage- 
ment, particularly so when it is kept in view that tne contents of this documerr 
are in English, which is not known to Shri Bhagel Singh and so also of the docu- 
ment relating to his promotion for a specified perm \ and then for a specified pe- 
riod. 

As has been mentioned above, the workman’s position is that there has been 
no change in his duties as a result of promotion, and that he had been attending 
to the same duties that he was attending to prior to promotion and retrenchment 
and there is hardly any satisfactory mateiial to hold otherwise. 

Besides according to the statement of Shri Ram Kishan Singh there was a 
separate post of Auto Electrical in 1965 and if Shri Bhagel Singh was appointed 
to that post, a mention to that effect, that is. ‘Auto Electrical’ should have heen 
found in the retrenchment notice or in the promotion notice. Ext. R/l, 

For all these reasons it is held that the action taken by the respondent manage- 
ment in retrenching Shri Bhagel Singh is not iustified and he is entitled to re- 
instatement with full back wages. 

No order as to costs. 

iSd.) P. P. R- Sawhnfy, 

Presiding Officer, 
Industrial Tribunal, Punjab, 
Chandigarh. 

[No. 4/85/68/LR-III.l 

Dated, Chnndigaih, the 20th July, 1970. 


an. 2654. In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 194 7 

(14 of' 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Delhi, m the industrial dispute ^bet- 
ween the employers in relation to the Punjab National Bank Limited. New Delhi 
and their workmen . which was received by the Central Government on the -Av 

July, 1970. 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, DELHI 
Present: 

Shri R. K, Baiveja, Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Delhi. 

C.G.I.D. No. 7 of 1969 
Delhi, the lit h June 1970 
Between 

The employers in relation to the Punjab National Bank Limited, Parliament 
Street, New Delhi, 

And 


Their workman as represented by Punjab National Bank Employees’ Associa- 
tion, 4778, Ballimaran, Chandni Chowk, Delhi. 

Shri M. K. Jain with Shri H. C. Jain for the Bank. 

Shri V. N. Sokhri for the uiorkman/Assoctation. 


AWARD 

In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) ot Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Central Government referred for 
adjudication to this Tribunal an industrial dispute existing between the employers 
In relation to the Punjab National Bank Limited (hereinafter to be referred as 
the bank), and their workman In respect of the matter specified in the schedule 
below vide Order No. 24/19/69-LR-1II, doted 5th August 1969: — 

"Whether the management of the Punjab National Bank Limited, New Delhi 
was justified in terminating the services of Shri C. R. Ahluwalia, 
Clerk of the Jorbagh Branch of the Bank with effect from the 22nd 
January, 1967? If not, to what relief Is he entitled?” 


2 It was alleged in the statement of claim filed on behalf of the workman by 
the general secretary of the Punjab National Bank Employees’ Association (here- 
inafter to be referred as the Association) that Shri C R. Ahluwa.la (hreinafter 
to be referred as Ahluwalia), joined the bank on the 10th of July 195< as a 
clerk on probation and was confirmed on the 24lh of August 1958. I was further 
alleged that he was working honestly and efficiently and In appreciation of that 
he was selected for the job of introducing Teller System In the different branches 
of the bank while he was working In the inspection department. He discharged 
his duties efficiently In introducing that system and his services were appreciated- 
During the course of introducing that system he worked day and night at the 
cost of hi s health on the assurances of the bank tha4 he would be given due 
reward for hi 3 labour and efforts by giving him promotion. On account 
over-work his health deteriorated and he developed skin trouble i-e. Purpura and 
that was due to his constant and frequent touring duty in connection with the 
introduction of tile Teller System. In 1964 when the disease spread, the bank on 
Ms request posted him at its New Delhi Jorbagh Branch. As there was no im- 
Ms req e t p trouble in spite of the best treatment available to him at 

DeM he p oceeded on sanctioned Ce from 5th May, 1965 and went to Calcutta 
uerni. ne There it is stated he Improved md after remaining on 

for better t h ig 65 resumed duty at Delhi on the 8th of October. 

wZ The Statement tfekim ^“proceeds that by the end of October 1965 
hf .lain wlnt l? Calcutta on four/Bve da,, love and there due to M. ,11 luck, 
he “ r£d devolping the , kin trouble .Bin The , | 0 f 

his best but could not improve. He continued to apply for l lflfl wifh thc 

f th Ih ba e nk ^K ofthe 

Palpnttq Shri Ahluwalia alleges that in obedience of those directions 0 

gffirtss? 2rJ*JS£ &&& .km-F? 

S:» nd the. be ehoubJ be retained IjEr to 

tSJ -" 5 ““’Lfi SSleSS, rnTn’r jSTHto rV’TonZodel 
August 1988 supported bv medical certlflentes and . January 1987 

TJ: — dHd V un7:tha?d a l t0 iVL^efstaS 

iTSclaSTstetSiSt that “the 'workman in spite of his falling health undertook 
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a long journey from Calcutta to Delhi In the first week of January 1967 and met 
the Secretary Staff, Shri O. P, Gupta and requested him lor his’ transfer from 
Delhi to Calcutta on medical grounds. Shri O. p. Gupta, the workman averred, 
was sympathetic and agreed to transfer him to Calcutta. Shri Gupta stated to 
have assured him that orders would be sent in due course to Calcutta, but to 
his utter surprise he received a letter dated the 15th of January 1967 delivered 
to him at Calcutta on the 24th of January, 1967 directing him to resume duty 
within a week’s time failing which it would be presumed that he was not interest- 
ed In bank’s service and had vacated the post of hl s own accord. The workman 
sent another representation, dated the 30th of January, 1907| that he had been 
assured of his transfer to Calcutta by the Secretary Staff and it was surprising 
that he had received a letter containing threat by the bank, but the bank in its 
reply dated 8 th February, 1967 did not accede to his request. Correspondence fol- 
lowed and the bank vide its letter dated the 27th of February, 1967 informed the 
workman that as his name had been struck oil the rolls, the question of sanction- 
ing leave did not arise. The workmam thereafter, made representations and 
also preferred appeal to the general manager but nothing cams out- Cn this, the 
Association moved the conciliation machinery and as efforts in concilation were 
not successful, the present reference was made by the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour and Employment, New Delhi. 


3- The bank in the written statement raised a preliminary objection- It was 
pleaded that the reference to this Tribunal was bad In law inasmuch as the ser- 
vices of Shri Ahluwalia were not terminated by the bank as the reference order 
indicated. On the other hand, it was stated that he voluntarily vacated the 
appointment. It was further stated that after the conciliation proceedings had 
failed before the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), the parties were 
informed by the Government of India, Ministry of Labour and Employment in 
their letter dated the 20th of December, 1968 that they did not consider the dis- 
pute fit for reference. According to the bank, when the Government had once 
refused to refer the ease for adjudication, the reference mad e by the Government 
was bad in law and was Incompetent. It was admitted that Shri Ahluwalia. who 
joined the service of the bank on the 10th of July, 1957 on probation, was con- 
firmed on the 24th of August, 1953. The bank pleaded that In July 1959 Shri 
Ahluwalia represented for his transfer to Calcutta on ground of domestic circum- 
stances and gave an undertaking that he would not request for his transfer back 
to Delhi. He was, thereafter, transferred to Calcutta in August, 1959, In spite 
of the fact that Shri Ahluwalia had undertaken not to seek his transfer back to 
Delhi, be again made a representation in June/July, 1962 for hig transfer to 
Rewari where hls wife had taken employment or in the alternative at Delhi, 
The bank acceded to his request and transferred him to Delhi in August, 1902. 
From August. 1962 he worked in the pay office, Delhi Cantt. and thereafter in the 
inspection department and then he was transferred to Jorbagh branch in Novem- 
ber, 1964. On the Hth of May. 1965, he proceeded on one month’s leave to Calcutta 


on ground of change of climate and from there he extended hls leave for four 
months by sending applications from time to time. He resumed hia duty on the 
8 th of October, 1985. After working for about 17 days he again applied for 
leave for ten days with affect from the 23th October, 1965 for proceeding to 
Calcutta on account of the sickness of his mother. He did not resume duty on 
the expiry of the said period, according to the written statement of the bank, but 
started sending leave applications on ground of hi s own sickness and thus started 
availing leave on loss of pay from 26th October, 1965 onwards. On the 28th of 
September. 1966 he made a representation for his transfer to Calcutta- He wad 
informed by the bank that hia absence was unauthorised and wa s asked to resume 
duty falling which he would be liable to disciplinary action. The written state- 
ment further proceeds that he did not resume duty and on the 3rd of December, 
i960 again repesented for hls transfer to Calcutta and applied for leave upto 
the 31st of January. 1967. The bank consulted its chief medical officer who opined 
that the request of the workman for transfer to Calcutta on medical ground was 
not valid. Shri Ahluwalia was informed bv its letter dated 15th January, 1907 
to resume duty within a week’s time failing which it would be presumed that be 
bad no interest in the service of the bank- He did not resume duty and sent a 
representation on the 30th of January, 1907. It was denied that the Secretary 
staff had agreed to hig transfer to Calcutta. By the letter dated the 8 th of Febru- 
ary. 1967 he was informed that the bank presumed that he was not interested in 
bank's service and had vacated the employment, His name was struck off the 
mils with effect from the 22nd of January. 1967. Under these circumstances. 
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the bank stated that the ordei striking off the name of Shn Ahluwalia was justi- 
fied and was not assailable A rejoinder was also filed by the Association in 
answer to the pleas raised in the written statement filed by the bank 

4 Oi the above pleadings ul the paities, the following issues were fi am d — 

(1) Whether the reference is bad in law and incompetent io, the itasons 

given in the preliminary objections in the written statement' 

(2) As in the term of reference 
Issue No 1 

3 The learned representative of the bank did not press this issue If in em- 
ployer strikes oil the name of his employee from its rolls, the natural inierence 
lhat can be drawn is that he has terminated his services So this objection raised 
in the written statement that the reference is bad in law as it pertains to the 
termination of the services of the workman and not to his name being struck oft 
is on the face of tt ill founded and the learned representative oif the bank did 
not aridie-.s any argument on this point and rightly so The other objection Ik 
also devoid oi any force as I shall presently show By a letter dated the 20th 
of Decenbei 1968 the Government of India informed the stall manager of the 
bank and the secretary of the Association that it considered that the action of 
the banx in striking oil the name of Shrl Ahluwalia from its roll' with effect 
irom the 22nu of Tanuary 1967 after he had availed himself oi more than twelve 
months extraordinary leave and had failed to resume duty did not appear to be 
maloflde or unlustifled and for that reason the Government did not cor'ider the 
dispute (It for reference to Industrial Tribunal for adjudication It however 
subsequently on the representation of the Association reconsidered the mattei 
and referred the dispute for adjudication by an order dated 6th August 1969 
The Government is competent to re< onsider the matter and to m ke Ihe -e erenee 
This rule of law stands concluded bv a ruling reported as 1908 I-LDJ 79(M/s 
Khadi Gramodvotr Bhavan New D»ihi v Delhi Administration and another! 
This being so though some of the other High Courts have taken a contrary deci- 
sion the learned representative of the bank did not press this point as this Tri 
bunal is bound by the verdict of the Delhi High Court yhich has the powers of 
superintendence under Art 727 oC the Constitution I shall therefore deride this 
issue against the bank 


Issue No 2 (Term of Reference ) 

6 The concerned woikman appeared before me and stated that somewhere 
in 1963 be was transferred to the inspection department of the bank After six 
months he was selected and approved as a Teller He was sent cn touring job 
to various branches to give training of Tellers to employees outside Delhi In 
this process, Shri Ahluwalia continues be had to sit late m the evenings and 
sometimes upto 12 mid-night though the bank paid him his travelling and daily 
allowances besides the overtime allowance As a result of putting in excessive 
work and due to bad food at stations outside Delhi thp workman states he deve- 
loped skin trouble and started having rashes on his body particularly on legs and 
aims which led to swelling He then made a request to be relieved of ihat job 
of touring nature and was appointed a Teller m the branch office at Jrilach in 
1964 The other witness to support him is Shri I, R Gupta WW4 an employee 
of the bank A team of five employees according to (his witness consisting of 
the concerned workman and Shn Gupta and other,, went to introduce the Teller 
Svstem” m various branches of the bank outside Delhi He also stales thai =r>me- 
tures the bad to work unto 10 p>» and sometimes tm mid-msht Shn B K 
Sharma WW8 who wa, selei ted in 1966 for the 10 b of a Tellei al c o made n similar 
fits f nt e* id deposed that he had to remain on tour for a monih or two while 
imparting training to the employees in tlm branches ind his health deteijnrated 
Only efficient employees were chosen for that rob and it stands established from 
the letters of appreciation Fxts W/18 to W/T which were Dsn -ml to Phri Gupta 
n a result of bin undertaking the work of introduction of Teller “system -dong 
with others Shn ■Milov. alia also placed on the record letters of appreciation 
in which his ,ervico,. were ipprecmted hv th“ bank for inlrodudn" ihe Teller 
Svstem The obiect of producing ibis evidence bv Shri Ahluwalia v ns thol it 
was due to his constant touripy that his health deteriorated and he becai ie a 
victim of the skin dispn,e The duty assigned to Shri Ahluwalia for m onrtinc 
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training might or might not be the cause of his developing skin trouble, but no 
medical evidence was adduced to prove that the skin trouble which he developed 
was the result of that touring job, Touring duties may be inconvenient for an 
individual, but unless a link is established between the nature of those duties 
and the disease it cannot bo said that the ailment was a natural consequence of 
that assignment. An employee who is not on touring duty can develop skin 
trouble. The workman produced various certificates of the experts in Dermato- 
logy and also produced Dr. Dev Raj Khurana WWI who is a private medital 
practitioner and Honorary Physician in Ganga Ram Hospital, New Delhi. He is 
a skin specialist and he did not say nor was any question put to him by the 
workman that the skin trouble was the result of the touring duties undertaken 
by the concerned workman. Under these circumstances, this contention that it 
was on account of the nature of the duties assigned to him by the bank that 
the workman suffered is not tenable, but the fact remains Hint he did develop this 
trouble otherwise as I shall presently show. 


7. The workman states that the trouble started in 1964 and he was ex- 
amined by Dr. Bahl of the Irwin Hospital and Dr. Kandharl, another specialist 
in the All India Medical Institute, New Delhi because Dr. Khurana had referred 
him to these skin specialists. In this connection, he relied on the prescriptions 
given to him by Dr. Dev Raj Khurana WWI and Dr. Bahl who was not produced 
vide Exts. W/8 and W/9. Thev indicate that in 1964 he consulted them and they 
prescribed him medicines for the trouble. Similarly, the other prescription, Exts. 
W/10, and W/13, W/14, W/15, W/1G also lead to the conclusion that he was 
under the treatment of various skin specialists. Then the various tests which 
the doctors suggested to him were also taken by the patient and Ihe reports are 
Exts. W/4 to W/7. His wife was employed in the Railway department and so, 
he got his blood tested in the Northern Railway Hospital on the 15th of January, 
1965 vide Ext. W/12, He also relied on the ftatement of Di. Dev Raj Khurana 
who examined him on the 4th of May 1965 and certified that he was suffering 
from Anapjylactoid Purpura for the past eight months and that he had not im- 
proved in spite of various treatments. Dr. Khurana recommended him leave for 
change of climate and gave the certificate Ext. W/3. He also recommended him 
for the various medical tests by Dr. Sreen. When he did not Improve, he recom- 
mended to get himself examined by Dr, Bahl another skin specialist. He gave 
"him the chit Ext. W/8 and then the workman saw Dr. Bahl for examination and 
he prescribed certain medicines as contained in Ext. W/9. Dr. Bahl advised the 
workman to get himself admitted in the Irwin Hospital. Thereafter. Dr. Khurana 
referred him to All India Institute of Medical Sciences, New Delhi where Dr. 
Kandhari, a leading skin specialist. Dr. Khurana adds, kept the workman under 
his treatment for about five months hut there was no improvement. When the 
workman proceeded on leave to Calcutta for change of climate as advised by 
Dr. Khurana, he was asked by the bank to get himself examined by its approved 
Dr. Jasoria of Calcutta. The said doctor examined him on the 13th o£ Septem- 
ber 1966 and certified that It was essential for his well-being that he did not 
return to Delhi vide Ext. MM Rv another certificate dated 30th November, 1966 
Dr. Jasoria again certified that he was satisfied after examining him that he 
had not Improved in spite of the treatment and that he advised htm to carry on 
the treatment for two months more. Fie wbr also treated tn a West Bengal Hospi- 
tal and the prescription dated 2flth April 1065 indicates that be was p patient of 
skin disease and medicines were prescribed for him. Apart from this evidence, 
the workman also produced Raikumar Khanns WW3 and Shri U. R. Gunta WW4 
who bore testimony to the fact that Sh-i AhTuwaHn suffered from this ailment 
The hank on the other hand produced Dr. T N Bban MW3 its chipf medical 
officer. He did not depose if the workman had suffered from the "kin trouble 
but onlv stated that the chance of climate from Delhi to Calcutta could not have 
anv adverse affect on the disease of the workman Tn other words, there Is no 
evidence in rebuttal that the workman was in fact not til and fo- the purpose 
of Petting leave which T shall discuss late- on he dpvlupd thu- rnetho- 1 of nosing 
as s sVin petlent Mv conclusion flfier considering this prudence i° that he did 
suffer from this disease right from 1964 till his name was struck off the rolls. 


8. The hank has filed the details nf leave which the workman availed nf from 
the date of his lofnlnff Its service till he was discharged These ic no icasnu n« 
to why these figures given by Ihe bank he not accepted when thev -.rp based on 
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record. The workman 
ollows: — 

availed of the leave without pay during 

this period 

1958-59 

38 

days. 

1 - 5-60 ro 26 - 3-61 

*35 

days. 

20 - 9-61 to 30 - 9-61 

11 

days. 

June 1965 

17 

days. 

July 1965 

3i 

days. 

August 1965 

3i 

days. 

September 1965 

30 

days. 

October 1965 

9 

days. 

November 19(65 

30 

days. 

December 1965 

31 

days. 

1966 . 

365 

days. 

Jan. 67 to 22 - 1 - 67 . 

2B 

days. 


Total : 750 days. 


The leave which he availed of before June 1965 is not very relevant for the 
purpose of this case. It Is in the statement of Shri Parkash Nath MW2, Accoun- 
tant Jorbagh Branch of the Bank where the workman was posted in 1964, that 
Shri Ahluwalia remained on leave without pay from 4th June, 1965 to 7 th Octo- 
ber, 1965. A copy of the leave application dated 5th of May 1965 Ext. W/23 has 
been placed on the record by Shri Ahluwalia. He stated therein that he was pro- 
ceeding to Calcutta as per doctor’s advice for change of climate and treatment 
a'ad asked for one month’s leave. From Calcutta he wrote another application 
ol which the copy is Ext. W/24 for extension of leave upto 3rd July 1965. Another 
application followed on the 3rd of July 1965 and therein ho prayed for exten- 
sion of leave upto 3rd August 1965 vide Ext. W/25. It is admitted that there 
after he remained on leave without pay upto the 7th of October 1965. He worked 
for a few days and on the 26th of October 1965 he made an application, a copy 
of which Is Ext. W/27, In which he requested the bank for ten days leave on the 
^-ound that hla mother was seriously ill at Calcutta. From there he sent another 
application dated 4th of November 1965 In which he stated that he had again 
got fin attack of his previous trouble of rashes on legs and bleading piles. He 
further stated therein that he had been advised rest and treatment for one month 
and requested the bank for the grant of leave upto the 4th of December 1965 
vide Ext W/28. Then various leave applications followed for extension upto 
31st of January 1067 vide Exts, W/29 to W/34. Ext. W/35 Is a copy of the letter 
dated 4th February 1967 which he addressed to the bank for the extension of his 
leave upto 31st of March 1967. The bank did not reply to these applications 
excepting on two occasions which I shall discuss presently and it was not clear 
as to whether his leave had been sanctioned or refused. The receipt of these 
applications for leave Is not denied by the bank. Evidence has been led by Shri 
Ahluwftlia to prove that the practice In the bank was that if leave applications on 
medical grounds were supported by medical certificates, then it was presume* 
that the bank had agreed to the sanction of the leave unless a contrary direction 
was given In this connection, the statements of the bank employees namely, 
Sarvashri L. R. Gupta WW4, Gautam Dev Gupta WW5 and Raj Kumar WW7 may 
be perused They were not cross-examined on this point nor was any evidence 
led hy the bank to the contrary. In view of this matter, it can be safely held 
that the workman legitimately presumed that his leave, though for a long period, 
had been sanctioned by the bank particularly when such applications were 
accompanied by medical certificates. 


9 It is in the statement of Shri Ahluwalia that in 1959 he made an application 
for hie trauslei t 0 Calcutta and gave the undertaking that he would not seek 
his transfer back to Delhi. It Is true that he states that this wap done under 
pressure but no evidence was led by him to prove that this ° 

seeking transfer back to Delhi was civen under pressure exercised by the bank 
I shall* therefore, hold that this undertaking was voluntary. After he had been 
transferred to Calcutta he was married and his wife was serving at Rewarl. So. 

™ Mff jsSMsfax^ sa rfMrs as 
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then went to Calcutta where he admits that his brother is living. It was for 
the first time on the 28th of September, 1986 during the period of his sick leave 
that he made a request to the bank tor his transfer to Calcutta from Delhi vide 
Ext. W/32A. In this application he wrote that he was suffering from Purpura 
rash and piles trom January, 1965 and the doctors had adyised him that he could 
not be cured. He further added that in May, 1965 he came to Calcutta for neces- 
sary treatment and with that treatment he felt a bit better. The application fur- 
ther proceeded that the doctors at Calcutta had advised him to stay in eastern 
region and not to go to Delhi and so, he requested the bank to consider his case 
favourably and to arrange for his transfer to Calcutta. The bank in it s letter 
dated the 16th November, 1966 informed him that he had been transferred from 
Calcutta to Delhi in 1962 on his own request and it was regretted 
that it was not possible to transfer him back to Calcutta. It 
further added that his absence from duty was quite unauthorised 
and directed him to resume duty immediately on receipt of that 
letter, otherwise he was threatened that he would be liable for disciplinary action 
in terms of the award vide Ext. W33/A. On receipt of this letter, the workman 
sent a repiy on the 3rd of December, 1966. He stated therein that he had con- 
tacted the bunk doctor who had advised him for treatment for two months 
more. The workman wrote that he was quite agreeable and ready to follow the 
instructions of the bank to join immediately but he would like that his request 
be reconsidered and that his posting at Delhi would be a liability to hi s employer. 
He further requested the bank to sanction him leave for two months from 1st 
December, 1966 to 31st January, 1967 as advised by the bank doctor and he en- 
closed a certificate to that effect. The bank in its reply dated 15th January, 1967 
Ext W37/A informed him that his stay at Calcutta from May. 1965 to December. 
1986 had not made any difference in hi s health and his request for transfer to 
Calcutta had no validity. He was asked to resume duty, otherwise it would be 
presumed, he was informed, that ho was not interested in the bank’s service and 
had vacated the post of his own accord- The reply of the workman to this letter 
Is dated the 30th of January, 1967 vide Ext. W/38A. In this letter he informed 
the bank that he went to Delhi on the 24th of January 1967 and met the secretary 
stall who on his explanation agreed to transfer him to Calcutta. On the 8 th of 
February, 1967 the bank replied that no such assurance for his transfer to Calcutta 
as alleged by him was given and it was presumed that he was not Interested In 
bank's service and had vacated the post of his own accord. Shri Ahluwalia then 
wrote another letter to the secretary staff on the 22nd of February, 1967 in which 
he slated that he had met him in January, 1967 and had been piomised for his 
transfer to Calcutta by the secretary staff. He also addressed letters to the Deputy 
General Manager and others. On the 4th of February, 1967 he applied for exten- 
sion of leave from the 1st of February. 1967 to the 31st of March 1967. The 
bonk in its reply dated 27th of February, 1967 wrote back that his name had 
been struck off the rolls and as such the question of sanctioning leave did not 
arise Shri Ahluwalia then made several representations to the bank therealter, 
copies of which have been placed on the record and their receipt has been admit- 
ted by the bank. The bank on the 31st of July, 1967 informed Shri Ahluwalia that 
his name baa already been struck off the rolls with effect fiom *he 27 h °, 
February, 1967 as intimated to him already bv the officer-in-charge, Jorbagh branch 
vide letter dated 27th February, 1967 and that there was no question ol his re- 
joining the bank Further correspondence followed in which the same reply was 
reiterarted. 

10. From the above evidence it i s obvious that in September I960 the workman 
Initiated a move to £et himself transferred back to Calcutta but the bank did not 
agree The contention of the bank was that as the wife of the workman had 
been 'transferred to Calcutta and his brother and mother were also there, he 
could not afford to live in Delhi and wanted his transfer to Calcutta not on ac- 
count of his illness but du e to the fact that all the members of his family In 
cludintr his wife were there. I think that the bank is correct to that extent. 

a ™ Pv HlLr* 

suSering from Purpura, he was of the opinion that Shri AmuwaUa s stay In Calcutta 
from May 19-65 to December, 1966 had not made any difference in this disease and. 
so, his transfer to Calcutta on medical grounds had no validity. —eded 

dered that it was not the climate but it was the proper treatment he needea 

and which could be arranged In Delhi Dr. Bhan is not a axin > specialist but s a 
general practitioner, On behalf of the workman, it was argued that for 
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reason his opinion did not carry any weight as he was not expected to know 
much about tne skin diseases. It may or may not be correct but the tact remains 
that even Dr. Dev Raj Kiiurana, a skin specialist, who was produced by the 
workman did not state that it wafs necessary tor the workman to stay at Calcutta, 
tie examined him on the 4th of May, 19t>5 and recommended him leave ior a 
change oi climate and further treatment vide Ext. W/3. He also recommended 
him tor the various medical examinations, but he did not specifically mention 
that his stay in Calcutta would, in any way, help him. Dr. Kandhari of the 
All India Institute of Medical Sciences and Dr. Bahi, a skin specialist, who pres- 
cribed medicines for the ailment of the workman were not produced ror did they 
state that his stay in Calcutta was necessary for the treatment p.f hi s disease. 
My attention was, however, drawn to the certificate dated 13th of September, 
1966 Ext. M/4 issued by Dr. Jasoria wherein he certified after examining the 
workman that it was essential for his well being that he did not return to Delhi- 
He cbserved that it seemed that the climate in Calcutta suited him better. Now, 
Dr. Jasoria also is not a skin specialist and he did not categorically state that 
Calcutta climate could help the workman in any manner. After going through 
this evidence I am of the definite view that it will not be correct to say that the 
climate conditions could, in any way, assist the workman in getting rid of his 
disease. The contention advanced on his behalf that the Institute of Tropical 
Diseases at Calcutta afforded better medical aid In skin ailment is also not con- 
vincing. No evidence from that Institute was produced in order to prove that 
they are doing any research in skin diseases and that they have any remedy for 
them. It may be that as the workman was suffering from the disease as I have 
held earlier, he wanted his transfer to Calcutta because nis wife and other mem- 
bers of his family were there and he could be well-looked after at that place. 
But the bank which acceded to his request twice m transferring him to Caicuita 
and then to Delhi did not find It possible again to accede to his request. It is the 
inherent right of an employer to transfer his employee anywhere in his own inte- 
rest unless it is shown that the action of the employer is mala -fide or is motivat- 
ed by some other collatral purpose. In the present case there is no such evidence 
and the allegation of the workman that the secretary staff was annoyed with 
him is not borne out from the material produced before me. So, the bank was 
within its light not to transfer him back to Calcutta from Delhi. It was next 
contended that when Shri Ahluwalia came to Delhi in January, 1967 he met the 
secretary staff, Shri O. P. Gupta, alongwith a union leader Shrl Vashist and Shri 
Gupta told him that he would transfer him to Calcutta. It wa 3 , therefore, argued 
that hi view of that assurance the bank Could not back out. On behalf of the 
workman besides his own statement, there is the statement of Shri 
Mahesh Chandra Vashist WW 6 . He stated that in January, 1967 he alongwith the 
concerned workman met Shri O- P. Gupta, secretary staff with the request that 
Shri Ahluwalia be transferred to Calcutta due to hi s health reason. Shri Vashist 
was the vice-president of the Punjab National Bank Employees’ Association at 
that time. He stated that Shri Gupta assured them that let the workman see the 
Assistant General Manager at Calcutta and that he (Shri Gupta) would see that 
he was transferred to that place. Shri B. K. Sharma WW 8 is another witness 
who deposed that in 1966 he met Shri A. S. Puri, Secretary and Shri O- P. Gupta 
Staff manager in connection with the workman and requested them to transfer 
him back to Calcutta. The witness adds that Shri Gupta told him that the work- 
man should go to Calcutta and should see the Assistant General Manager. The 
letters which Shri Ahluwalia addressed to the various officers after he had re- 
ceived information from the bank that his services stood automatically terminated 
and of which I have made a reference above, also Indicate that he might have 
seen the officers. Shri O. P. Gupta who, it is alleged, promised the workman his 
transfer to Calcutta has not been produced, but this is denied by the witnesses of 
the bank. It is very difficult to say If Shri Gupta gave a categorical assurance of 
his transfer. To me. It appears that there might have been some talks and dis- 
cussion about the transfer of the workman to Calcutta and Shri Gupta might have 
assured them that he would consider hi s case- But the Dank on reconsideration 
might have come to the conclusion that his transfer was not feasible. So, this 
circumstance In itself will not be sufficient reason to hold that the bank had 
agreed to his transfer and then backed out. As already stated above, the bank 
has got the inherent power to place any of its employee in whatever branch 
it likes in the interest of the Institution. 

11 . The learned representative of the workman rightly argued that the question 
of his transfer should not be linged with the sanction of the leave of the workman. 

I have observed above that the various applications which were sent by the 
workman for the sanction of his leave on ground of his illness were not replied 
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to though they were accompanied by medical certificates So, the presumption was 
that the bank had sanctioned his leave It was only on receipt of the letter dated 
26th of September, 1966 m which the workman requested tor his transfer 
to Calcutta that the bank replied him on the lbth ol November, 

1966 that it was not possible to transfer him to Calcutta and that he should 
join immediately Theieaftcr, the workman sent other leave applications ana 
the next reply received was that he should join Immediately but It was not 
mentioned therein whether his leave had been sanctioned or not It was, there- 
fore, argued on beha i of the workman that if the bank felt that the workman 
wus seeking leave on lilvolous grounds and sanction of his leave was not justified, 
it should have taken disciplinary proceedings against him and that it was not 
within its right to tell the workman that he had vacated his post In fact, in 
Its letter dated the 16th of November 1966 Ext W33/A the hank had infoimed 
the workmen that if lie did not Join he was liable to disciplinary action in terms 
•of the awaui My attention was diawn to Para 19 6 of the Bipartite Settlement 
dated 19th oi October I960 between the managements of the banks as represented 
by the Indian Bank Association, Bombay and then workmen as represented by 
the All India Bank Employees' Association and All India Bank Empio-y ees’ 
Federation In that Para the expression "gross misconduct has been defined 
and the expression ‘minor misconduct has been defined In Para 19 7 of the 
sail settlement It is mentioned that absence without leave or overstating 
sanctioned leave without sufficient grounds will be a minor misconduct In the 
case of the workman he was sanctioned leave for ten days in October 1%5 and 
thereafter he over staved by submitting applications for leave supported by 
medical cei tificates If the bank considered that they were not submitted on 
sufficient grounds then it amounted to minor misconduct within the meaning of 
Para 19 7 of the Bipartite settlement Para 19 8 of the same settlement provides 
that an employee found gui’iy of minor misconduct may be warned or censured 
01 (b) have an adverse remark entered against him, (c) have his increment 
stopped for a period not longer than six months Para 19 10 gives the procedure 
for enquiring into the charges if an employee is guilty of any gross misconduct 
It is obvious, therefore, that the maximum penalties which can be imposed for 
a minor misconduct are as gi\en In Para 19 8 If it was considered that Shri 
Ahluwalia flouted the order of the bank in not joining at Delhi then it amounted 
to gross misconduct under clause (e) of Para 19 5 For that purpose an enquiry 
should have been instituted after charge-sheeting him as given in Para 19 10 
of the said settlement But the bank for reasons best known to It did riot follow 
any such procedure in spite of the fact that it had threatened the workman In 
one of its letters that disciplinary action would be taken against him The 
learned representative oi the bank was not in a position to point out any para 
of the Bipartite settlement or any provision in the Sastri or Dasai Awards, v. hlch 
were made earlier, under which the bank could hold that the post stood 
automaticallv vacated if the workman did not join his post of duty by a 
partkular date Feeling this weakness it was pointed out that the entire 
leeord was before this Tribunal and it could nidge whether the bank was justi- 
fied in terminating the services of the workman even if it omitted to pioceed 
under the relevant paras of the Bipartite settlement or the awards 1 have gisen 
my careful consideration to this aspect of the case I have he±d above that the 
woikman desiied to stay at Calcutta as he was ill, that he could not claim as a 
matter of right his transfer to that place and that the bank if it wanted to 
terminate his services should have proceeded under Paras 19 5, 19 8 read with 
Paia 19 10 of the Bipartite settlement As this was not done and 1 have held 
that his applications for leave were submitted on sufficient grounds I am disposed 
to take the view that the order holding that the post stood vacated was without 
any justification and violated the mandatory p’ovisions of the Bipartite settle- 
ment. 


12 The discussion will not be complete without a reference to some authori- 
ties which were cited by the parties before me The Bank referred mo to a 
dispute between Syndicate Bank, Ltd and its workmen (1966 I-ULJ-440) It 
was held m that case that the hanks weie entitled to decide on a consideration 
of the necessities of banking business whether the transfer of an employee should 
he made to a particular branch and that the management was in the best position 
to nidge how to distribute Its employees between the different branches It was 
further obseived by their lordships of the Supreme Court that the industrial 
tribunals should be very careful before thev Interfere with the orders made by 
the hanks in the discharge of their managerial functions It is true that if an 
order of tiansfer Is made mala fide 01 for some ulterior purpose like punishing 
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an employee for his trade union activities, the industrial tribunals should inter- 
fere and set aside such an order, because the mala fide exercise of power is 
not considered legal exercise of the power. The next ruling on which argument 
was based by the bank is 1959-I-LLJ-446 (Central Bank of India, Ltd., and 
Meenakshisundamn). In that case, a bank employee was transferred and he 
was directed to resume his work from a particular date. On his reiusal to so 
report he was Anally warned that failure on his part to do so would be treated 
as voluntary abandonment of services on his part. The cmp±oyee failed to obey 
such directions. This was pending adjudication proceedings before the Sastri 
Tribunal. Subesquently, the request of the concerned employee to allow him 
to resume his work was refused by the bank. Thereupon, the employee preferred 
an application under s. 23 of the Industrial Disputes (Appellate Tribunal) Act 
complaining against the refusal of the bank to give work. It was held that there 
was no termination of services of the employee by the bank, but assuming that 
the services of the employee were terminated by the bank, it was pending adjudi- 
cation proceedings before the Sastri Tribunal. Hence the application under S. 23 
of the said Act must he held to he not maintainable. A perusal of the judgment 
shows that the leave was granted to him on the ground of sickness upto 7th 
of June 1952. Thereafter, he was directed on several occasions by the bank 
to join his outlet Aitkin specified dates and on a certain date the bank wrote 
that if he did not resume his duty on the expiry of his leave he would be 
treated as having left its service and his name would be removed from the 
ron’s. Then lengthy coriespondence followed for months together and the 
employee adopted tile attitude that he was unable to proceed to Mangalore due 
to the difficulty of language, diet and health. After the expiry of about four 
months, a Anal letter was sent (o the employee on the 26th of August 1952 
that enough latitude had been shown to him in the past and that if he did not 
resume his duties at the Mangalore Office by September 1, 1952, it would consider 
that he was no more interested In Ihe bank’s service and there would be no 
other alternative left but to treat him as having left its service. Still the 
employee did not join and made a representation that he might he permitted 
to have recourse to proper channels for the redress of his grievances. The Bank 
did not reply to this letter nnd thereafter, the employee wrote to the conciliation 
officer representing his grievances and concluded his letter by saying that so | 
far he had not received any reply and that he presumed that his services had 
been terminated illegally, fit the present case, however, Shri Ahluwalia had 
been submitting applications supported by medical certificates from the approved 
doctors of the bank and if the bank felt that the request of the workman could 
not be acceded to, it should have informed him that his leave applications stood 
reiected, But what It did was that it informed the workman that his request 
for transfer to Calcutta could no! be oeeeded to and that he should report for 
duty without deciding whether his applications for leave had been rejected or 
not and at the later ftage of the correspondence the workman In his letter dated 
3rd of June 19G7. the receipt of which is admitted by the bank, informed It that 
he had recovered and that he might be allowed to resume his duty. So. it 
is not one of those cases In which the workman was intransigent ns was in 
the case of the Central Bank of India (Supra). So. that ruling in my view is 
clearly distinguishable. 

13. The bank also relied on a dispute between National Engineering Industries, 
Ltd., Jaipur and Hanuman (1967-II-LLJ-883). In that case, the standing order 
provided that a workman would lose his lien on his appointment in case he 
did not join his duty within eight days of the expiry of his leave. It was held 
that his services stood automatically terminated on the happening of the contin- 
gency. Standing orders constitute a contract between the employers and the 
employees arrived under a statute and so, they bind the parties. In the present 
case, there is no standing order which has a similar provision. So, obviously, 
this ruling is not applicable to the facts of the present case. Reliance was also 
placed On behalf of the bank to a dispute between Ammapet Handjoom Weavers’ 
Cooperative Production and Sales Society, Ltd. and K. S, Kadalaimuthu and 
other's (1969-II r LLJ-152). In that) case, the workman was tiansfferred from 
Ammapet to Erode on the 28th of January 1965 and he was asked to report 
there on the 1st of February 1965. The workman asked for un advance of 
Rs. 200 and ten days’ time to join. This was refused, The workman did not 
turn up at the place to which he was transferred and after waiting for li 
months, the Society passed an order stating as the workman had not reported 
at the depot, to which he was transferred and as he had not made any applica- 
tion for leave for not joining duty, his name was removed from the list of 
employees. So, it is obvious that the facts of that case were quite different. 
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He failed lo join in spite of the order of the employer and did not inform the 
employer as to why he had not joined. This ruling, therefore, is hardly 
applicable to the facts of the present case. 


14. The workman also referred me lo a number of rulings. Tile first case 
cited on his behalf was between Jai Shanker and State of Hnjasthan (.196G-II-LLJ- 
140). In that case, the appellant was the head warder, Central Jail Joc'hpur, 
and was a permanent servant of the State. In April 1950 he went on leave for 
two months. He applied for extension by u month later on and was due to 
join on the 18th of August 1950. On the 14th August he was told that no more 
leave would be granted and his trensfer to Jaipur while he was ill at Hyderabad 
would not be cancelled. In spile of his several letters for further extension of 
leave on medical certificate, no replies- were sent and he was discharged from 
service on the 13th of August 1950. He went to the Civil Court for declaration 
that the order of termination of his services wes illegal. The matter went to 
the Supreme Court and it was held that the constitutional protection allorded 
by Art. 311 could not be negatived in that manner by a side wind. Overstaying 
was a fault which might entibe Government in suitable cases to consider a 
man unfit to continue in service, but before he could be discharged, it was 
Incumbent on the Government to serve a notice and to give an opportunity of 
showing cause why he should nut be removed. This ruling in my view is not 
applicable to the facts of the present case as the constitutional piovisions ao 
not apply to the bank employees who are governed by settlements and awards. 
A similar view was taken In another case reported as 1966-I-LLJ-437 (Mafatlal 
Narandas Barot and Divisional Controller, State Transport, Mahasana and 
another). A permanent employee of the State Transport Corporation applied 
for leave for fifteen days on grounds of personal work. On the expiry of leave 
he was transferred to a new place. He did not join duty at the new place but 
applied for an extension of leave which was refused and he was directed to 
join the new place. He did not join in spite of this refusal. He was removed 
from service on the ground of long absence without framing a charge and 
giving an opportunity to show cause as required by the regulations governing 
the service conditions. It was held that while the employer might visit the 
punishment of discharge or removal from service on a person who had absented 
himself without leave and without reasonable cause, but that could not entail 
automatic removal from service without giving such person a reasonable oppor- 
tunity to show cause why he should not be removed. 

15. I was also referred to a dispute between Jharia Firebricks and Pottery 
Works (Private), Ltd. and Labour Court. Chotanagpur Division, and others 
(1987-I-LLJ-607). The only question In controversy before the tribunal was 
whether In the case of a labourer, who had put in eighteen years of service and 
was repeatedly applying for extension of leave on medical grounds, the employer 
was justified after granting leave for some period to fill up the post by appointing 
another person and to refuse to permit the former labourer to rejoin his duty 
after expiry of the leave asked for. It was held by the Patna High Court that, 
even if It was assumed that the conduct of the labourer amounted to misconduct 
the employer would be bound under the standing orders as well as on he princi- 
ples of natural justice to draw up regular proceedings against him either tor 
termination of his services or for dismissal. As this was not done, the order was 
not valid and the order of reinstatement passed by the Tribunal was justified- 
In the present case also, in view of the Bipartite settlement referred to above, 
it was incumbfmt on the bank to inform the workman that his leave applications 
stood rejected and it should have Issued a show-cause notice as to whv discipli- 
nary proceedings should not be taken against him. This aspect of the case has 
already been discussed above, 

16. The bank placed on the record, a statement showing the period of leave 
without pay of the workman. This Indicates that Shrl Ahluwalia availed of 750 
days leave without pay upto the 22nd of January 1967. In para. 14.34 of the 
said settlement it Is provided that extraordinary leave may be granted to an 
employee when no ordinary leave Is due to him. Except in exceptional circums- 
tances the duration of extraordinary leave shall not exceed three months on 
any one occasion and 12 months during the entire period of an employee’s service, 
on behalf of the bank it was argued that the maximum period of extraordinary 
leave which could be granted to Shri Ahluwalia was twelve months during the 
entire peilod of his service and in the present case as he availed leave for more 
than thai period, his services could be validly terminated. A mere perusal of 
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this provision indiicates that in exceptional circumstances, the duialion ot ex- 
traordinary leave can be extended. The bank never In any of its letters referred 
to this provision of the Bipartite settlement and informed the wonuuan that his 
services stood terminated on this ground. The silence of the bank in not reply 
ing to Shri Ahluwaiia after he had submitted various applications tor leave 
supported by medical certiiicates indicates that it did not rely on this piovision, 
Kom the evidence adduced by Shri Ahluwaiia it is also clear that the oank has 
oeen allowing to its employees, extraordinary leave beyond the period of twelve 
months in suitable cases. Shri Gautam Dev Gupta WW5 who is an employee ot 
the bank stated that one Shri Satwant Singh Kapur remained on sick leave for 
about two years. He went to U.K. and fell ill. On his return from U.K. he 
resumed duty and his continuity in service was maintained. He was also allowed 
to earn increments and they were not postponed. The leave, of course, was with- 
out pay. The bank did not contradict him in cross-examination. It also never 

pioduced the record of Shri Satwant Singh Kapur in order to prove that what 

Shri Gautam Dev Gupta stated, was not correct. Similarly, Shri L. R. Gupta WW4 
another employee of the bank cited another instance. He stated that a peon in 

the Daryaganj branch of the bank remained on sick leave for six or seven years 

as he developed T.B. and then he was allowed to resume duty. Shri O. P. Saluja, 
an employee of the bank remained on leave for three or four years. So, the 
bank in suitable and exceptional cases has been granting extraordinary leave to 
its employees and if Shri Ahluwaiia did not receive any reply rejecting his leave 
applications, it could be presumed that the same discretion was exercised in 
his iavour. So, this argument does not help the bank. 


17. I shall, therefore, hold that the order passed by the bank that Shri 
Ahluwaiia had vacated the post is not sustainable and is quashed. It is held 
that the concerned workman continues to be in the employment of the bank with 
continuity in service. Regarding his wages, he was on extraordinary leave and 
that type of leave is always without pay. He continued to apply tor sick leave 
supported by medical certificates upto the 31st of May 1967 vide Exts. W/35 to 
W/38. It was on the 3rd of June 1967 vide Ext. W/40 that he applied to the 
manager of the Jorbagh branch of the bank where he was posted before he 
proceeded on leave for duty. This letter, he addressed from Delhi. In the 
attendance register of the bank, however, as stated by Shri Parkash Nath MW2, 
Accountant of the Jorbagh branch of the bank, the name of Shri Ahluwaiia had 
ceased to exist after 31st of December 1965 though the bank later on wrote to 
the workman that his name had been struck off in February 1967. The manager 
recommended to the District Manager that a lenient view should be taken for 
his absence on account of his Illness. A copy of that recommendation dated 14th 
June 1967 has been placed on the record, It is, therefore, obvious that Shri 
Ahluwaiia reported for duty on the 3rd of June 1967, He should have been 
taken on duty on that day and the refusal on the part of the bank thereafter 
without validly terminating his services was not justified- There is nothing on 
the record to suggest that he has been doing some other job during the period 
of his absence. So. in my opinion, he will be entitled to his emoluments which , 
he was drawing at the time when he proceeded on leave with effect fiom the 
3rd of June 1967 tl't he Is allowed by the bank to resume duly. No pay and 
allowances are admissible to him during the period of extraordinary leave till 
the 2nd of June 1967 and the period spent on such leave shall not count for 
increments in view of the provisions of Para. 13.36 of the Bipartite settlement 
unless the sanetloning authority directs otherwise as mentioned in the proviso 
to the said Para. The award is made accordingly. 


(Thirty pages’). 

11th June, 1970. 


(Sd.) R. K. Baweta, 

Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal, Delhi. 

LNo. F. 24/19/69/ER-m.] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 13 th July 1070 

S.O. 2655. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the British India General 
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Insurance Company Limited, New Delhi and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1047 (14 of 1047), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial 
Tribunal, Delhi, constituted under Section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of the British India General Insurance Com- 
pany Ltd., New Delhi is justified in dismissing Shri D. K. Goel, Clerk- 
cum-typist, with effect from the 30th December, 1969? If not, to 
what relief is the workman entitled? 

[No. 40/19/70-LRI.] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN. Under Secy. 

(<sm TfamTT Mmi) 

Mft, 18 1970 

a 7o 265 £— JR!; %rTRT 4?1 TpT ft? TPjTpft ii Id Id Mi 

iwrf ^ ’ffto MM fif 

tfu % dih tt^t NknM Mr Mptm | ; 

^VtTrf; fw? dT % fair MfFTd sfiUTT TT^ffT 

RRIFft % ; 

51d: sflsflfw MsMr, 1 947 ( 1947 sfiT 14) qfl tTHT 1 0 q?T 

uqsnrr (1 ) (n) im sttit wiP-Mi ^iMpi 

NhT MlT TT ^rf 'qftrfqqu # «TRT 7-qr % Mid fifed STWlMfi MiffiTifi, foM 

'fit rAjMd'fififf % fM ffififtld 'fiTfft I I 


» rv 

*rtt Man ^frtrr nttt qrr'M feifefeN, df feM ^ jursiw ”61 

^to fi'lfiN, ferfafiT hfisMw N?t 30 feTUfiT, 1969 fi TT^d TTfiT -qKllPdd 
fir ? fife fig! efr wr Mi sojdtfi qq % ? 

[no 40/1 9/70 !fRo I] 
nfio Ufio RSTPNRT, SlfiT I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 28 th July 1970 

S.O. 2656.— "Whereas Messrs. L. P. E. Aiyars Private Limited, 5, Convent Street, 
Colaba, Bombay-1 was granted exemption from the operation of all the provisions 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Scheme under clause (a) of sub-section (1) 
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oi section 17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) m the 
Notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment 
and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 3054 dated 
the 25th August, 1967 published m Part II, section 3, sub-section (li) of the 
Gazette of India dated the 2nd September, 1967: 

And whereas the name and address of the said establishment has been chang- 
ed from “L. P. E. Aiyars Private Limited, 5, Convent Street, Colaba, Bombay-1” 
to “Aiyars Advertising and Marketing Private Limited, 7th Floor, Nirmal, P.B. 
No. 727, Nariman Point, Bombay-1” 

Now, therefore, m exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of sub- 
section (1) of section 17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) 
the Central Government hereby directs that for the words and figures “L P. E. 
Aiyars Private Limited, 5, Convent Street, Colaba, Bombay-1” occurring in the 
first paragraph of the preamble to the said notification the words and figures 
“Messrs Aiyars Advertising and Marketing Private Limited 7th Floor, Nirmal, 
PB No. 727, Nariman Point, Bombay-1", shall be substituted 

[No 11/21/69 PF II 1 

ST T TtirmT ftUTTH 

dffeerr, 28 TrTT$, 1970 

•PToSTTo 2656— TT rfi-T o ‘umA 5, THTJ THMI, 

TT HTTT % TT5TTT, 2 fdd'RI, 1967, HFT 2, HTfiT 3, (ii) H 

TLlftpl fiWT % «TH, i\ Tlfil < pdtr TTMif (TO dV TtHHlT fd'dlfi ) Tt Slftr- 
^TTT Ho TTo 30 54 dTTt<3T 25 HHPT, 1967 H dhfdTft HfLnr fdftl SiftrfjprT, 19 5 2 
( 1952 TT 19) TtHTO 1 7 ’fit TTOTH (l) % spry (^) ip wftd JfitfTTft faftl 

“(tho tfc f o sH'THsurtefHftly, 5 , 

TiTrrr, srf- 1 " fr srnnf t™? trr^fen 1 iTfrr, 

fdHT,qto sfto g-o 72 7 , 'TTpi+H TOff, l” H HHT 5 | 

ht , snr, Hfrr faftr srfafwr, 1952 ( 1952 w 19) htt 17 ^ 
HHEKT (l) (*fi) am T?rT HftrPTT TT tnfPl gt[ H731R t^TRT 

^ fr 'S'to wfwjm 'd^Pn«M % sppt 3tt h hth 'id ° 'fro ^0 sttb^e 
PdlddS, 5, +M^i PffE, fildldr, SfifiT % PTPT IT ‘%TH U»i<di- 

JnvtefaftEE, fdHT, <ft° 4t° H° 727 , TlfGPT, TT^E 

ij 1 wi«<t sfre 'HT' trfdPTrfTT ftnT mi 1 or) I 

[H° ll/2l/69 -TT<> b[To 2 

S.O. 2657. — In exercise of the powers conferred bv sub-section (1) of section 
13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 or 1952), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints Sarvashri P, D, Shanbhag and P. A Oze to be Inspectors 
for the whole of the State of Maharashtra for the purposes of the said Act and 
of any scheme framed thereunder, in relation to any establishment belonging to, 
or under the control of the Cential Government or in relation to any establish- 
ment connected with a railway company, a major port, a mine or an oilfield or 
a controlled industry. 


[No. F. 21/8/09-PF-I ] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy 

<fiTo 5TT° 2657 — HfdW Ml Hftrfwi, 1952 ( 1 9 5 2 19 ) tft tTPT 

( 1 3 # ’3ISITT ( 1 STTT STSIT TlPfipfl spT SHltH ’PTft gir 
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ti faci fan?, ffdr ufaff 1 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 29th July 1970 


S.O. 2658, — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, (No, 2) Dhanbad in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management of Kachhawar 
Lime Stone Company, Banjari, DIstt. Shahabad and their workmen which was 
received by the Central Government on the 22nd July, 1970. 


BEFORJE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) 

DHANBAD 

Present : 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Rao, Presiding Officer. 


Reference No. 10 of 1969 


In the matter of an industrial dispute under Section 10 (1) (d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Kachhawa r Lime and Stone 
Company, Banjari, District Shahabad, Bihar. 


And 

Their workmen. 


Appearances : 

On behalf of the employers. — Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate. 

On behalf of the workmen. — Shri B. Lall, Advocate. 

State; Bihar Industry: Lime & Stone. 

Dhanbad, the 16 th July 1970 
AWARD 

The Central Government, being of opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the management of Kachhawar Lime and 
Stone Company, Banjari, District Shahabad, Bihar and their workmen, by its 
order F. No. 36(19)/69-LRIV dated 24th July, 1969 referred to this Tribunal 
under Secton 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for adjudication the 
dispute in respect of the matters specified in the schedule annexed thereto. 
The schedule is extracted below: 


Schedule 

"Whether the action of the management of Messrs. Kachhawar Lime and 
Stone Company, Banjari, in terminating the services of Shri Sohrai 
Ram, Assistant Manager, with effect from the 6th April, 1969 was 
justified? If not, to what relief is the workmen entitled?”. 

2. Employers as well as the workmen filed their statement of demands. They 
have also filed rejoinders to the statements filed by the party opposite to them. 

3. It is not in dispute that Shri Sohrai Ram (hereinafter referred to as the 
affected workman) was an employee under the management of Kachhawar Lime 
& Stone Company, Banjari and hla sendees are terminated. The case of the 
employer hinger on the legal objections they have taken against the reference, as on 
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merits there is little to justify their action against the affected workman. It is 
stated in their statement that the affected workman was appointed as a surveyor 
in the beginning but was promoted to the post of Assistant Manager on 5th May, 
1965, that since then he was performing the duties of the Mines Manager as pro- 
vided under the Metalliferous Mines Regulations. 1961 and that os such he is 
not a ‘workman’ according to sub-section (s) of Section 2 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947. The second objection taken by them is that the Conciliation 
Officer designated for a mine of the concerned area is not the Labour Officer 
of the State Government, Dalmianagar who conducted the conciliation in res- 
pect of the dispute involved in the reference and as such, the conciliation pro- 
ceedings conducted in the present case were without jurisdiction and bad in 
law. It is also pleaded that the Conciliation Officer of the State Government, 
Dalmianagar did not give any notice of the proceedings to the employers and 
deprived them of the opportunity to attend the conciliation proceedings and 
submit their explanation. It is stated that Shahabad Khan Mazdoor Panchayat 
which has sponsored the dispute regarding the affected workman Is not a 
representative union of the employees working under the employers. On 
mciits it Is pleaded that the affected workman was guilty Of very serious chargee, 
which were proved In the course of an enquiry and as such his dismissal was 
justified. In the statement filed by them the workmen pleaded that the affected 
workman was appointed a surveyor and on the date of termination of his 
sei vices he was performing the duties mainly of a surveyor and as such he ia 
well within the definition of a ‘workman’, that the Labour Officer of the State 
at Dalmianagar had been appointed as Conciliation OfflcerfC) bv the Central 
Government, that inspite of notice by the Conciliation Officer the employers 
chose to remain absent, that Shahabad Khan Mazdoor Panchayat is a registered 
trade union and a large number of workmen of the employers are its members 
and that services of the affected workman were terminated with a view to 
victimise him for his trade union activities. One more plea taken by the work- 
men is that the letter of termination was signed by one Shrl A. K. Bose who 
did not hold any employment in the company of the employers nor had he 
anv power to issue the letter. The employers were represented by Shrl 5. S. 
Mukherjee, Advocate and the workmen by Shri B. Lall. Advocate. On admi- 
ssion bv he workmen, Exts Mt to M5 for the employers and on admission 
bv the employers Exls. W.l to W. 8 for the workmen were marked. On behalf 
of the employers one witness was examined and Ext$ M6 to M10 were marked. 
Ext. W. 9 was marked by consent of parties, On behalf of the workmen the 
affected workman was examined as WW. 1 and Exts. W. 10 to W. 22 and Mil 
and M12 were marked. 

4 The first and foremost objection taken by the employers against the 
reference being bad is that the affected workman was not a workman within 
the meaning of Section 2(s) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The sub- 
section reads as following: 

“(a) ‘workman’ means any person (including an apprentice) employe 
in any industry to do anv skilled or unskilled manual, supervisory, 
technical or clerical work for hire or reward, whether the terms 
of employment be expressed or implied, and for the purposes of 
anv proceeding under this Act in relation to Jin mdustrial^ ^ dispute. 


other 


includes any such person who has been dismissed, ***™&°* 
retrenched in connection with, or as a consequence of that dispute; 
or whose dismissal, discharge, or retrenchment has led to mat 
dispute, but does not include any such person, 
fit who is subject to the Army Act, 1950 (46 of 1950). or the Air 
( Force Act 1950 (45 of 1950), or the Navy (Discipline) Act, 1934 
(34 of 1934); or 

(ii) who is employed in the police service or as an officer or 

employee of a prison: or 

(iii) who is employed mainly in a managerial or administrative capa- 

city; or 

fiv) who being employed in a supervisory capacity, draws wages ex- 
ceeding five hundred rupees per mensem or exercises, either by 
the nature of the duties attached to the office or by reason oi 
the powers vested in him, functions mainly of a manageria 
nature.” , 

Tt pan be seen from the above sub-section that to satisfy the definition of work 

status of an empWThis designation is 
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not decisive; what determines the status is the consideration of the nature and 
duties of the function assigned to him. As stated by the employers themselves 
the affected workman was appointed as a surveyor in the beginning but was 
promoted to the post of Assistant Manager on 5th May. 1965. This fact is 
admitted by the workmen and it is also admitted by the affected workman that 
he was given a chance to work as an Assistant Manager for all the 4 mines 
from Is May, 1965. But the question is whether he was working as an 
Assistant Manager and performing his duties as such on the date of termi- 
nation of his services on 31st March, 1969. According to the employers he con- 
tinued to work and discharged his duties as such even On 31st March, 1969. 

This fact is denied by the workmen and it is stated that from 9th December, 
1968 he did not work any more and did not discharge his duties as the Assistant 
Manager. The letter of original appointment of the affected workman is not 
produced by cither of the parties. Ext. W, 14 is a letter of the employers 
addressed to the affected workman and it is dated 5th May, 19-65. The letter 
states that the affected workman was to act temporarily as an Assistant Manager 
of Ilathnl-Utm Mines and Awjhoie Mines in addition to his duties as surveyor. 
As I have already stated, it is admitted that the affected workman was appoint- 
ed as a surveyor in the beginning and was made to work as Assistant Manager 
from 5th May, 1965. It follows that till 5th May, 1965 the affected workman 

was working only as a surveyor and from that date he started discharging his 

duties temporarily as an Assistant Manager. Ext. W. 10 is also a letter from 
the employers addressed to the affected workman as Assistant Manager and 
it is dated 9th December, 1968. The letter is of considerable importance and 
as such I propose to extract the contents, which aTe as following: 

“Allotment of duty 

It has been decided that you will be responsible for discharging your 
duty in the following manner till further notice: 

(1) You will be responsible for completing the survey work in all the 

quarries of the company as the matter is very urgent. 

(2) Any other special duty which will be given to you from time to 

time by the senior officers. Untill further notice you will he 
releaved of duty as the Assistant Manager Inch'arge Hathni- 
utni sections and the charge should be handed over to Shri 
Lochan Prasad Singh, who has been appointed as the Acting 
Quarry Manager.” 

It is manifest that with effect from 9th December, 1968 as pleaded by the work- 
men, the affected workman was releaved of his duty as the Asstt. Manager and 
his duty was confined only to survey work of all the quarries of the company. 
There is no evidence that he was entrusted with any other special duty referred 
in para 2 of the above letter. Ext. W. 12 is a letter addressed to Shri Lochan 
Prasad Singh and it is also dated 9th December, 1968. As stated in Ext. W. 10 
Shri Lochan Prasad Singh was entrusted by the letter, Ext. W. 12 with the duties 
of the Acting Quarry Manager with effect from the said date. Ext. W. 11 which 
is also a letter addressed to Shri Lochan Prasad Singh and dated 20th January, 
1069 clearly lays down the instructions to be followed by him as the Acting 
Manager and the duties arc the same which are mentioned in Regulation 45 of 
Metalliferous Mines Regulations, 1081 as the Assistant Manager. Ext. W. 16 is 
a letter addressed to the affected workman and dated 10th March, 1969, directing 
him to leave the work at Hathni-Ulni and Amjhore mines after handing over 
charge to Shri Ramdhar Pandcv, quarry foreman and proceed to Murli tor sur- 
vey work where the work had become imperative due to certain developments 
and that after having finished the survey work at Murli he had to do the survey 
work at Bonjari and Bhaiuhi, This supports the evidence of the affected work- 
man, WW. 1 that from 9th December. 1 908 he was working only as a surveyor for 
all the four mines. Exts. W. 17 to W, 22 support the statement of the affected 
workman. The affected workman deposed as WW. 1 that with effect trom 9th 
December, 1968 his duties as supervisor-eum-Asstt. Manager, as he was sometimes 
continued to be called, were the only following: to survey every mine, to survey 
all the land of the company, to prepare nlans of the surveyed lands, to measure 
work done by the contractor, to do clerical work, to report about the damaged 
roads, etc. and prepare estimates for their re-construction. There is no evidence 
to the contra. Tire solitary witness, MW. 1 of the employers stated that he 
did not know that if on 9th December, 1968 the charge of Assistant Manager was 
taken from the affected workman and given to Shri Lochan Prasad Singh or that 
the affected workman was working as a surveyor only for all the 4 mines. On 
this evidence it cannot be argued that the affected workman was on 31st March, 
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1969, when his services were terminated, discharging duties mainly, in a manage- 
rial or administrative capacity. It is in the evidence of the affected workman, 
WW. 1 that he was appointed as a surveyor on a total salary of Rs. 150/- per 
month and that on 31st March, 1969 when his services were terminated, he was 
drawing the same salary. MW. 1 deposed that he could not say if Rs. 150/- was 
the salary of the affected workman. No document is produced to rebut the oral 
evidence of the affected workman. On this material I have no hesitation to hold 
the objection of the employers as without substance. The affected workman was 
a ‘workman’ within the meaning of Section 2<s) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 on the date of termination of his services. 


5. The order of reference is accompanied bv the failure report submitted to 
the Ministry by Shn B. Lall, Labour and Conciliation Officer, Dalmianagar. The 
contention of the employers is that the above officer was not the Conciliation 
Officer for the mines of the employers, as he was a State Officer and not consti- 
tuted as the Conciliation Officer bv the Central Government for the purpose of 
Section 12 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, Under Section 4 of the Act the 
appropriate Government can appoint bv notification in the official gazette conci- 
liation officers for a specified area or for specified industries in a specified area 
or for one or more specified industries and either permanently or for a limited 
period. There is nothing to prevent the Central Govt, from constituting a Labour 
Officer of a State as Conciliation Officer for the industries covered bv Section 
2(al (i) of the Act. Ext. W. 4 is an attested copv of a notification whereby the 
Central Government has constituted the Labour Officer, Dalmianagar as a Conci- 
liation Officer under Section 4 of the Act. There is no rebuttal evidence. Ext. 
W. 4 is marked on admission bv the employers. That apart, I do not see how 
the reference made by the Central Government to this Tribunal is affected even 
if the conciliation proceedings, which have failed, were proper or otherwise. 


6. It is in the evidence of WW. 1 that the Conciliation Officer had issued a 
notice to the employers in respect of the dispute involved in the reference and 
which was before him for conciliation. Ext. W. 7 is a copy of the notice and it is 
marked on admission by the employers. It does not lie with the employers now 
to state that they had no notice of the conciliation proceedings. 


7. Shri S, S. Mukherlee, the learned Advocate for the employers has raised a 
point and argued at length that the workmen had not raised the dispute with 
the employers and as such it was not an industrial dispute. But the plea was not 
taken in the statement or reloinder filed by the employers and as such it cannot 
be heard now. Ext. W. 13 is a letter by the affected workman to the employers 
and it is dated 31st May, 1969. It is in reply to the letter of the employers, Ext. 
M. 5 dated 7th May, 1969. In this letter. Ext. W. 13 the affected workman com- 
plained that on receipt by him of the dismissal letter, Ext. W. 9 dated 31st March, 
1969 he had sent a rejoinder raising several points against the action of the em- 
ployers. Again in Ext. W. 13 the affected workman challenged termination of 
his services There is no material to show that the letter of the affected work- 
man referred to ip Ext. W. 13 was not received by the employers. Hence, it can- 
not be said that the affected workman had not raised the, dispute with the 
employers in respect of termination of his services. 


8. It is argued on behalf of the employers that Shahabad Khan Mazdoor Pan- 
chavat the union raising the industrial dispute was not a representative union of 
the employees of the employers. WW. 1 has in his evidence that he had become 
a member of Shahabad Khan Mazdoor Panchayat m January, 1968 and that in 
respect of termination of his services the union had raised an industrial dispute 
before the Conciliation Officer. The witness was cross-examined at length by the 
employers but no question was put to him in respect of the membeiship of the 
union or its representative character. MW. 1 has not a word m this respect. That 
apart, the dispute involved in the reference is in respect of termination of the 
•services of the affected workman. Under Section 2-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act 1947 where any employer discharges, dismisses, retrenches or otherwise ter- 
minates the services of an individual workman, any dispute or difference between 
That workman and his employer connected with, or arising out of, such discharge, 
dismissal, retrenchment or termination shall be deemed to be an industrial dis- 
pute notwithstanding that no other workman nor any union of workmen is a 
party to the dispute, Hence, I do not find any substance m this objection either, 

9. The workmen have taken an objection that the letter, Ext. W. 9 by which 
•the services of the affected workman were terminated was signed by Shri A. K, 
Bose who had no authority whatsoever to do so. The case of the employers is 
that he was the Agent of the employers’ company. In support the employers 
(tely upon Exts. M. 7, M. 8 and M. 9. These are annual returns for mines of the 
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employers for the period ending on 31st December, 1809. Admittedly, they are 
signed by Shri A. K. Bose on 20th February, 1970. Ext. M, 12 has no date. The 
question is whether Sri A. K, Bose was the Agent on 31st March, 1909, the date 
on which Ext. W. 9 was issued. There is no material to show on 31st March, 1969 
Sri A, K. Bose was the Agent. MW. 1 says that he could not say if there was any 
record to show that Shri A. K. Bose was the Agent of the company on 31st March, 
1969. Ext. W. 9 does not mention the designation of Shri A. K. Bose. It simply 
states that he signed the letter for S. G, Bose, Proprietor. Ext. M. C is a contro- 
versial letter. The workmen stated that it w T as not issued and was not received 
by the affected workman though it was addressed to him. It is dated 25th 
March, 1969 and signed by the proprietor. It states that the action taken by 
Shri A. K. Bose regarding termination of services of the affected workman was 
endorsed. But it is to be remembered that tho action taken by Shri A. K. Bose 
was on 31st Maich, 1969 while this endorsing letter is dated 25th March, 1969. The 
action could not be taken C days after its endorsement by the proprietor. Ext. 
W 9 is dated 31st March, 1969 and there is no reason why it should not mention 
that the proprietor had endorsed the termination of the services of the affected 
worsman. MW. 1 could not sav if Ext. M. 6 letter was sent or not to the affected 
workman. 1 find strength in the contention on behalf of the workmen that Ext. 
M. 6 letter is introduced only to justify the action of Shri A. K. Bose. 

10. On merits the employers have practically no case to justify termination of 
services of the affected workman. It is simply stated that the affected workman 
was found guilty of serious misconduct like mis-apprnpriation of the company’s 
funds, false recording of attendance, gross negligence of duty and inefficiency, etc. 
But, admittedly no charge-sheet was issued to the affected workman and no oppor- 
tunity was given to him to explain the charges said to have been levelled ugainst 
him No domestic enquiry was held. MW. 1 states that in his presence the 
affected workman had admitted all the complaints before Shri A. K. Bose. As 
oath against oath the affected workman, WW. 1 has denied that he had pleaded 
guilty of any complaint before Shri A, K. Bose or that he did so in presence of 
MW. 1 or the Manager, Ext. W. 13 supports the affected workman. The letter of 
dismissal, Ext. W. 9 states that in a proper enquiry held before the Superinten- 
dent, the Law Assistant and Shri A K. Bose guilt was proved and admitted by 
the affected workman, It is conlrary to the record produced by the employers. 
Hence, the termination of services of the affected workman was not m accordance 
with the Standing Orders or any law for the time being in force. Though not 
pleaded, it is argued on behalf of the emnlovers that there is no evidence that the 
affected workman could not get any employment elsewhere inspile of his best 
attempts. But no question was put to the affected workman when he appeared 
in the witness-box as WW. 1. The objection has no substance- As per Ext. W. 9 
letter it appears that the services of the affected workman were terminated with 
effect from 31st March, 1969. gut in pur a 13 of the statement of the workmen 
it is stated that the letter Ext. W. 9 wa° received by the affected workman on 
5th April, 1969 and as such It emerges that the termination of services of the 
affected workman took effect from Gth April, 1969 as stated in the reference. 

11. As a result of my above discussion I find that the action of the manage- 
ment of Messrs Kachhawar Lime & Stone Company, Banihari in terminating the 
services of Shri Sohari Ram with effect from the 6th April, 1969 was not justified, 
consequently, he is entitled to his salary and other emoluments, if anv, from the 
6th April, 1969 till his reinstatement in his previous job as though his services 
were never terminated. The award is mode accordingly and submitted under 
Section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) N. Venkata Rao, 
Presiding Officer, 
Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal, 
(No. 2) Dhanbad. 

[No, 36(19) /69-LR-IV.] 


New Delhi, the 30 th July 1970 

S.O. 2659. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of Central Coal Washeries 
Organisation of Messrs Hindustan Steel Limited, Calcutta and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 23rd July, 1970. 
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CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, CALCUTTA 
Reference No. 110 of 1969 


Partus : 

Employers in relation to the management of Central Coal Washeries Orga' 
nisation of Messrs Hindustan Steel Limited, Calcutta. 


And 

Their Workmen 


Present : 

Mr. B. N. Banerjee, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances: 

On behalf of Employers : Sri N, C. Chakravarti, Advocate with Sri S. K. Biswas, 
Advocate and Sri C. L. Ganguli, Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmen: Sri D. K. Gupta, Advocate, and Sri D. K. Das Gupta, 
Advocate. 

state: West Bengal Industry: Coal Washery 

AWARD 

By Order No. 6/53/69-LRII, dated December 15, 19G9, the Government of India, 
in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment), referred the following industrial dispute between the employ- 
ers in relation to the management of Central Coal Washeries Organisation of 
(Messrs Hindustan Steel Limited, Calcutta and their workmen, to this Tribunal, 
for adjudication, namely: 

“Are the employees of the Calcutta Purchase Branch, Office of the Central 
Coal Washeries Organisation of Hindustan Steel Limited, entitled to 
Bonus under the Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 for the years 1966-67 
and 1967-68 and if so, at what rate?” 

2. The Hindustan Steel Limited was orginally incorporated as a Private Limited 
Company, on January 1954, with an authorised share capital of Rs, 100 crores. for 
running the Rpurkela Steel Proieet only. From April 1, 1957, Bhilai and Durga- 
pur Steel Projects were also brought under the Company with the authorised 
share capital increased to Rs. 300 crores, which capital has further increased since 
then. Since Government companies were thereafter exempted from the require- 
ment of using the word ‘Private' as part of their names, the name of the company 
was changed to Hindustan Steel Limited, with effect from the 26th February 1959. 
The running of Steel plants, it is well-known, requires huge quantity of metallu- 
rgical coke and to keep the plants in adequate supply, it was proposed to open 
three coal washeries, at Dugda, Bhojudih and Pathardih, and the three were 
opened one bv one. Of the three coal washeries, Bhojudih washery started funct- 
ioning from August 1962 and achieved 80 percent of the rated raw coal feed 
capacity in March 1963. All the washeries are parts of the Central Coal Washe- 
xies Organisation. 

3. According to the management, three coal washeries, namely Bhojudih, 
Pathardih and Dugda coal washeries are departmentally run as undertakings of 
the Central Coal Washeries Organisation with their administrative office at 
Dhanbad- The administrative office maintains a branch office at Calcutta for pur- 
chase of stores and materials in respect thereof. It was pleaded in the last sub- 
paragraph of paragraph 1 of the written statement: 

“Like the Company’s Steel Plants and the Fertilizer Plant, the Central 
Coal Washeries Organisation prepares and maintains a separate 
balancesheet and profit and loss account and is therefore to be treated 
as a separate establishment under the Payment of Bonus Act.” 

4. About the Purchase branch it was further pleaded in paragraph 2 of the 
“written statement: 

"... .The Central Office, Dhanbad maintains a Branch Purchase office at 
Calcutta. The Central Office, Dhanbad and its Branch Purchase 
Office, Calcutta are parts of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation 
and are not parts of the Company’s Head Quarters at Ranchi,” 

In paragraph 6 of the written statement it was pleaded: 

“That Central Coal Washeries Organisation prepares and maintains a 
separate balancesheet and profit and loss Account and is therefore 
to be treated as a separate establishment under the Payment of 
Bonus Act, 1905.” 
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The written statement gave the history of the growth of the purchase branch 
iri Calcutta in the following language: 

“7, That Hindustan Steel Limited prior to 1963 had a Central Purchase 
Organisation at Calcutta and the work of Central Purchase Organisa- 
tion was wound up and this office became defunct from 1963. 

8. That the existing employees of the Central Purchase Organisation instead 
of being retrenched by the management, were posted in the different 
units of the Company and some of them were also posted at Purchase 
Branch of Central Coal Washeries at Calcutta. Thu-e transfers were 
made protecting the service conditions of the transferred employees.” 

In paragraph 20 of the written statement it is aiflrmatiyely stated: 

“That the Calcutta Purchase Branch Office is a part of the Central Office, 
Dhanbad, of Central Coal Washeries Organisation and it has to be 
reiterated that it is not an establishment and service unit of Hindustan 
Steel Limited as mentioned earlier. The payment of bonus for the 
year 1965-66 was erroneously made to the employees of Central 
Office Dhanbad including the Calcutta Branch office. That it is fur- 
ther maintained that the employees of Calcutta Purchase Bianch 
of Central Coal Washeries Organisation will only be eligible for 
payment of bonus for the first time from the year 1968-69 because 
the Central Coal Washeries Organisation maintains a separate pro- 
fit and loss account and balaocesheet and is a separate establishment 
for the purpose of Payment of Bonus under the Payment of Bonus 
Act, 1965.” 

5. In the written statement filed on behalf of the workmen, it was pleaded in 
paragraphs 1 and 2: 

“1. That the petitioner submits that Central Coal Washeries Project is 
under direct control of the Chairman, Hindustan Steel Limited. Cen- 
tral Coal Washery Project’s head office at Dhanbad is doing the co- 
ordination and establishment job on behalf of Hindustan Steel Limit- 
ed’s Headquarter, Ranchi. 

2. That the Central Coal Washeries Project has a branch at Calcutta to do 
purchase and inspection of stores for Washeries. Since Dhanbad and 
Calcutta Offices of Central Coal Washeries Organisation are not 
Washeries or production units and simply doing the establishment 
and management of job on behalf of Hindustan Steel Limited's head 
quarter/Ranchi, these offices are parts of the Central Establishment 
of Hindustan Steel Limited’s head quarter at Ranchi.” 

It is further pleaded in paragraph 10 of the written statement: 

"That the Purchase office of Central Coal Washery Organisation in Calcutta 
is a product of re-organisation of Central Purchase Organisation of 
Hindustan Steel Ltd. That the employees of Central Purchase Orga- 
nisation were appointed by Hindustan Steel Ltd., and their conditions 
of service were guided by a contract with the Individual incumbent 
on the one side and the Hindustan Steel Ltd, itself on the other side 
and by virtue of the resolution of the Board of Directors the Central 
Purchase Organisation was re-orgamsed and the incumbents of Hin- 
dustan Steel Ltd. were transferred to several units of Hindustan 
Steel Ltd. without foregoing their rights and interests of service 
which they have been enjoying before the reorganisation of Central 
Purchase Organisation.” 

In paragraph 18 of the written statement it is stated: 

‘That by accepting the transfer order of the management of Hindustan 
Steel Ltd. as loyal workmen in the interest of Hindustan Steel Ltd. 
on the one side and the Hindustan Steel Ltd, itself on the other side 
were getting pi Hot to their transfer.” 

This is in substance the pleading by the workmen, 

6 . The first question for my consideration is what is the relationship of the 
Central Coal Washeries Organisation to the parent body, namely the Hindustan 
Steel Limited. I have next to see what is the position of the Calcutta Purchase 
Branch, namely whether it is a branch of the Central Coal Washeries Organisa- 
tion or a branch of the undertaking of the Hindustan Steel Ltd., the parent orga- 
nisation, This would determine the basis on which the workmen would earn 
bonus and also, the year from which they would earn bonus. 
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7. Under the Payment of Bonus Act, 1065, Subsections (15) and (16) of Sec- 
tion 2 define “establishment in private Sector” and “establishment in public sec- 
tor” in the following language; 

“(15) “establishment in private sector” means any establishment other than 
an establishment in public sector; 

(16) “establishment in the public sector” means an establishment owned, 
controlled or managed by — 

(a) a Government company as defined in Section 617 of the Companies 
Act, 1956. 

(b) a corporation in which not less than forty per cent, of its capital is 
held (whether singly or taken together) by — 

(i) the Government; or 

(ii) the Reserve Bank of India; or 

(iii) a corporation owned by the Government or the Reserve Bank of 

India;” 


The word “establishment” is not separately defined. It is however, apparent 
from the language of Section 2(14) that on establishment may be a factory or any 
other kind of business establishment. This becomes all the more apparent from 
the language used in the Third Schedule, prepared under Section 6(d) where 
under the column employer the following categories have been used: (i) Company 
other than a Banking company, (ii) Banking company, (iii) Corporation, (iv) 
Co-operative Society and (v) any other employer not falling under any of the 
aforesaid categories. Thus the ivord "establishment” has been used in the Sta- 
tute in its ordinary sense of a business or manufacturing concern. Section 3 of 
the Pavment of Bonus Act contemplates an establishment consisting of different 
departments, undertakings or branches. The said section is hereinbelow set out; 

“3. Where an establishment consists of different departments or undertakings 
or has branches, whether situated in the same place or in different 
places, all such departments or undertakings or branches shall be 
treated as parts of the same establishment for the purpose of com- 
putation of bonus under this Act; 

Provided that where for any accounting year a separate balance- 
sheet and profit and loss account are prepared and maintained in 
respect of any such department or undertaking or branch, then, such 
department or undertaking or branch shall be treated as a separate 
establishment for the purpose of computation of bonus under this 
act for that year, unless such department or undertaking or branch 
was, immediately before the commencement of that accounting year 
treated as part of the establishment for the purpose of computation of 
bonus.” 


The main part of Section 3 provides that where an establishment consists of 
different departments or undertakings or has branches whether situated in the 
same place or in different places, all such departments and undertakings and 
branches shall be treated as parts of the same establishment for the purpose of 
computation of bonus, The proviso to the section, however, makes an exception 
in that it treats such departments, undertakings or branches as “separate estab- 
lishments” for the purpose of computation of bonus, if for any accounting year 
a separate balancesheet and profit and loss accounts were prepared and maintained 
for it by such departments, undertakings or branches. But The exception does 
not apply, if immediately before the commencement of accounting year such de- 
partments, undertakings or branches had been treated as parts of the establish- 
ment for the purpose of computation of bonus. 

8, Thus, although an establishment means an establishment, that is to say, a 
business or manufacturing concern, Section 3 of the Payment of Bonus Act creates 
a legal fiction under which there may be an establishment consisting of different 
departments, undertakings or branches, each of which must be deemed to he a 
“separate establishment”. In other words, for the purpose of computation of 
bonus, departments, undertakings or branches of an establishment do not mean 
parts of the parent establishment, under certain circumstances, but need be re- 
garded as separate establishments. 
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9. Subsection <T) of Section 16 of the Act makes certain special provisions 
with respect of establishments “newly set up”. Sub-section (2) of Section 16 is 
couched in the fojlowing language: 

“(2) The provisions of sub-section (1) shall, so far as may be, apply to 
new departments or undertakings or branches set up by existing 

establishment : 


Provided that If an employer in relation to an existing establish- 
ment consisting <^£ different departments or undertakings or branches 
(whether or not m the same industry) set up at different periods has, 
before the 29th May 1965, been paying bonus to the employees of all 
such departments or undertakings or branches irrespective of the 
date on which such departments or undertakings or branches were 
set up, on the basis of the consolidated profits computed in respect 
of all such departments or undertakings or branches, then such em- 
ployer shall be liable to pay bonus in accordance with the provisions 
of the Act to the employees of all such departments or undertakings 
or branches (whether set up before or after that date) on the basis 
of the consolidated profits computed as aforesaid.” 

It is interesting to note that in order to distinguish the parent establishment 
from its departments, undertakings and branches, which are separate establish- 
ments, parent body has been characterised m the Sub-section as the existing 
establishment. 


10 . I have examined the meaning of the word "establishment" and “separate 
establishment” at some length because it was argued on behalf of the manage- 
ment that the Calcutta Purchase branch should not be treated as a separate estab- 
lishment either of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation of Hindustan Steel 
Ltd, or of Hindustan Steel Limited itself. This argument was developed in the 
following manner. It was contended that the Central Coal Washeries Organisa- 
tion was a department or undertaking of the Hindustan Steel Limited, which main- 
tains a separate account and should be treated as a separate establishment. The 
Calcutta Purchase Branch was a unit of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation 
and could not be treated as a separate establishment of the said organisation. In 
my opinion, there is substance in this contention. I have already set out from 
the proviso to Section 3 of the Payment of Bonus Act when a department or 
undertaking is to be treated as separate establishment. It appears from Exts. 6 
and 7 Annual Reports containing balancesheet and profit and loss account for the 
years 1966-67 and 1967-68, that separate balancesheet and profit and loss account 
were being maintained for Central Coal Washeries Organisation and not for the 
Calcutta Purchase Branch. Thus, the position is that the Calcutta Purchase 
Branch is a unit of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation which is a separate 
establishment of the parent establishment known as the Hindustan Steel Ltd. 
The Payment of Bonus Act contemplates existence of separate establishment or 
establishment within an existing establishment, but does not contemplate creation 
of a separate establishment within a separate establishment itself. Therefore 
the Calcutta Purchase Branch cannot be treated as a separate establishment of 
the Central Coal Washeries Organisation of Messrs Hindustan Steel Ltd for the 
purpose of Payment of Bonus Act. It cannot be also a separate establishment of 
the Hindustan Steel Ltd. because with that parent organisation it has little con- 
nection. But because it is a unit of a separate establishment, the workmen em- 
ployed In the unit should be entitled to bonus at the rate payable to the said 
separate establishment, namely the Central Coal Washeries Organisation, 

11. I need notice at this stage that this Reference was heard for the first two 
or three davs as a separate reference. Thereafter some of the oral evidence 
adduced in Reference No. 105 of 1969 (employers in relation to the management 
of Bhojudih Coal Washery of Messrs Hindustan Steel Ltd and its workmen) were 
sought to be utilised as evidence in this reference and both the references were 
heard together. The point involved In both the reference being more or less iden- 
tical, the learned counsel appearing for the parties agreed to such a course. 

12. Before I go into the merits, I have to clear the grounds of ce i' t ® in , 

minarv objections. Mr. N. C Chakravortv. learned Advocate appearing for the 
management submitted that the reference was not memtamable bee it had 
not been made under Section 22 of the Payment of Bonus Act. This argument is 
based on a misconception. Section 22 of the Payment of Bonus Act is couched in 
the followi' lg language: . 

“22. Where anv dispute arises between an employer and J/’d 

respect to the bonus payable under this Act or wrth ^spect to the 
application of this Act to an establishment in public sector, then, such 
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dispute shall be deeme4 to be an industrial dispute within the mean- 
ing of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1£)47, or of any corresponding law 
relating to investigation and settlement of Industrial disputes in force 
in a State and the provisions of that Act or, as the case may be, such 
law, shall, save as otherwise expressly provided, apply accordingly.” 

Section 22 contemplates that disputes, such as are referred to in the Section 
itself, shall be deemed to be industrial dispute within the meaning of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act and the provisions of the latter Act shall apply. That being 
so, the present dispute between the employer and employee in respect of bonus 
payable under the Payment of Bonus Act attracted the provisions of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act and in the instant reference, made under Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, is a lawful reference and cannot be condemned because 
it was not made under Section 22 of the Payment of Bonus Act. 

13. Mr. Chakravorty next contended that the Calcutta Purchase Office was not 
a branch of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation, within the meaning of 
Section 3 of Payment of Bonus Act and the workmen were not entitled to any 
relief because of the form in which the referenc was made, I have already ex- 
pressed the view that the Central Coal Washeries Organisation is a separate estab- 
lishment of the Hindustan Steel Limited. The Calcutta Purchase Branch Office is 
a unit of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation and not its branch, in the sense 
the expression is used in Section 3. Although I agree with Mr. Chakravorty up to 
this extent, I cannot agree with him that the workmen are not at all entitled to 
any bonus. The expression “branch” in the order of Reference may not have been 
used in the sense used in Section 3 of the Payment of Bonus Act. The workmen 
are at least entitled to a bonus on the basis that they are employees of the Central 
Coal Washeries Organisation. The separate balancesheet and profit and loss 
account of the said organisation will be relevant for determining the amount of 
bonus payable to such workmen. 

14. Mr. Chakravorty next argued that a unit named Calcutta Purchase Office 
was not capable of raising a labour dispute and obtaining a reference to indus- 
trial adjudication. I do not realise wfaat incapacitates them from so doing. Mr. 
Chakravorty, no doubt, invited my attention in support of his contention to the 
following passage from the judgment of the Supreme Court in Bum and Co. Ltd. v. 
Their Employees, (1957) I L.L.J., 226, page 232-33: 

“In law, a claim for bonus will be admissible only if the business had re- 
sulted during the year In sufficient proflls. And as the reason for 
the grant of bonus is that workers should share in the prosperity in 
which they have contributed, all of them would have the right to 
participate in it. Therefore, profits can be said to be sufficient to 
make a payment to all of them, If the profits are not sufficient for 
that purpose, then the very condition on which bonus could be dec- 
lared would be absent, and no question of granting any bonus could 
arise. As it is common ground that the profits of the company are 
not sufficient to justify the award of the company in all its units, it 
follows that there is in law no ground for the grant of bonus. Nor 
can such a claim be sustained in equity. The entire profits of the 
company are the result pf the labour of all the workmen and em- 
ployee's in all Its units. To grant a bonus to a section of them on 
the basis of the total profits of the company will be to give them a 
share In profits to which they have not contributed. We are wholly 
unable to appreciate the observation of the Appellate Tribunal that 
to refuse additional bonus to the union employees would be to penal- 
ise them “not for their own fault but for the laches of the co-workers, 
who abandoned their claim”. The Tribunal forgets that, on its own 
finding, If ail the workmen made a claim, no bonus could have been 
declared. It Is not a question of their abandoning thei r claim but of 
their realizing that they have one. If the order of the Appellate 
Tribunal is to be given effect to some of the employees of the com- 
pany would get a bonus, while others not, and as observed in Karam. 
Chand Thajypar and Bros ’ workmen v. the company (1963 L.A.C. 152, 
160) , that must lead to disaffection among the workers and to .further 
industrial disputes." 

I do not find how the above observations by the Supreme Court are applicable 
to the facts cLthe instant case. In the case before the Supreme Court, the profits 
admittedly w l re not sufficient to justify an award of bonus to all the workmen of 
the company In the instant case, I do not have such evidence. In the next 
place, the Supreme Court did not endorse the attempt to favour a particular sec- 
tion of the workmen with payment of bonus, only because of the default of other 
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workmen who had not raised such dispute I do not think therefore that the 
observations of the Supreme Court in any way reinforce the argument of Mr. 
Chaki avorty In the form made 

13 The last branch of the preliminary objection urged by Mr, Chakravorty 
was that Hindustan Steel Ltd was an establishment m the public sector. He 
contended that under Section 32 (x) nothing jn the Payment of Bonus Act would 
apply to “employees employed by any establishment in public sector, save as 
otherwise provided undei this Act’’. What is otherwise provided under the Pay- 
ment of Bonus Act is to be found In Section 20 of the Act which I set cut below . 

“20 (1) If in any accounting year an establishment in public sector se Is 
any goods produced or manufactured by it or renders any services, 
in competition with an establishment m private sector, and the Income 
from such sale or service or both is not less Lhan twenty per cent of 
the gross income of the establishment In public sector for that year, 
then, the provisions of this Act shall apply in relation to such estab- 
lishment In public sector as they apply in relation to a like establish- 
ment in private sector 

(2; An establishment in public sector to which this Act applies shall conti- 
nue to be governed by this Act notwithstanding that in any subse- 
quent accounting year its income from the sale of goods produced or 
manufactured by it or from services rendered or from both, in com- 
petition with an establishment in private sector, falls below twenty 
per cent of its gross Income for that accounting year " 

This exemption, as is now wed-established, was granted in view of a legisla- 
tive puipose I find suppoit for the above observation of mine from a passage In 
the judgment of the Supreme Court! in Sanghl Jeevraj Ghewar Chand and Ora v. 
Secretary Madras Chillies. Grants Kirina Merchants Workers' Union (1969) 
3 S C R 306 at 362-83. 

It appears to us that the exemption is enacted with a deliberate object, viz 
not to subject suen establishments to the burden of bonus which are 
conducted without any profit motive and are mb for public benefit. 
The exemption in Sec 32 (x) is, however, a limited one, for, under 
Sec 20 if a public sector establishment were in any accounting year 
to sell goods pioduced or manufactured by it in competition with an 
establishment in private sector and th e Income from such saie is not 
less than the 2(1 per cent of its gross Income, It would be liable to pay 
bonus under the Act Once again it is clear that In exempting oubllc 
sector establishments, Pailiament had a definite policy in mind ” 

Therefore unless the mischief of Section 20 of the Payment of Bonus Act be 
attracted in the instant case, the Central Coal Washenes Organisation may escape 
payment of bonus If the Central Coal Washcries Organisation escape, the work- 
men in its Calcutta unit, the Calcutta Purchase Office, also fail to be eligible 
ifor bonus 

16 Now, the several washenes under the Central Organisation produce coal. 
This pioduct Is a marketable commodity It appears from the evidence of Indra 
JBahadur Pandey, of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation at Dhanbad, 

“The Bhojudih Coal Washeries sell coke to Tatas and Indian Iron and Steel 
Conjpany I do not know the percentage of such sales " 

There is no dispute that such sales are made through the Sales Office at Calcutta 
The question for my consideration is whether such sales are made In competition 
with an undertaking in private sector and the income of such sale Is not less 
than 20 per cent of the gross income On this point there Is a great deal oj 
paucity of e’ idence I have myself examined the Profit and Loss Account of the 
Central Coal Washeries Organisation for the years ended 31st March, 1968 and 
31st March 1969 (Exts 2c and 2d) It appeals i'om Ext 2c as follows 


“(Fx 2c) Sale of Producls 

Stock Transfer to Other plants 
Cess claims 

Closing Stock of Finished Products 


(Rupees) 

59=912 378 
140,210 168 
7 , 352 '- 281 

8T4 760” 
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lt appears from Ex. 2d as follows : 

“ (Ex. 2 d) Sale of Products! 

Stock Transfer to : Other Plants 
Cess Claims 

Clos r.g Stock of Finished Products 


^72,477,612 

165,198,890 

8 , 957,039 

i j4^4j759” 


If the "sale of products” represents sale to outside parties and "transfer to other 
plants" represents the supplies made by Coal Washeries to the consumer plants of 
Hindustan Steel Ltd., then the sale value to outsiders represent considerably more 
than 20 per cent. There is, however, no evidence of what is what. Whether the 
sales were being made at competitive price with other private sector establish- 
ments does not also appear. X have already observed there Is great paucity of 
evidence in this respect. The management ‘has established that Hindustan Steel 
Ltd. is an establishment in the Public sector. For the purposes of Section 3 of 
the Payment of Bonus Act, the Central Coal Washeries must also be treated as 
an establishment in the Public sector, because as an undertaking or a department 
of an establishment in the Public sector it cannot be stamped with a character 
other than the character of the parent body. There is, as I have observed, little 
to show that the establishment fell within the exception contemplated in Section. 
20. There is, however, one fact which I need notice in favour of the workmen- 
In paragraph 21 ol the written statement filed on behalf of the management, it 
was pleaded : 

"21 That accordingly the workmen of Central Coal Washeries Organisation 
would be entitled to payment of bonus under the Payment of Bonus 
Act from the year the Central Coal Washeries Organisation earna 
profit within the meaning of the Act or on the expiry of sixth 
accounting year following the accounting year in wHIch the goods 
manufactured were sold, Accordingly the workmen of Calcutta 
Purchase Branch Office are entitled to bonus under the Payment of 
Bonus Act, from the year 1968-69.” 

Further in paragraph 23 of the said written statement It was pleaded: 

“23. That, therefore, the management humbly submits that the tribunal 
may be pleased to answer the Issues under the reference in favour 
of the management In as much as that the employees of Calcutta 
Purchase Branch Office of Central Coal Washeries Organisation of 
Hindustan Steel Ltd. are entitled to the payment of bonus under 
the Payment of Bonus Act 1965 from the year 1968-69 @ 4 per cent of 
the annual earnings i.e, on the expiry of the 6th accounting year.” 

The above two admissions are applicable only on the theory that the Central Coal 
Washeries Organisation fell to bg governed by the exception contemplated under 
Section 20 of the Payment of Bonus Act otherwise no bonus would have been paid 
or payable. It was not. the case of Mr, Chakravorty that sales to outsiders, within 
the meaning of Section 20, were made for the first time in the year mentioned in 
the above quoted Paragraphs 21 and 23. He selected the year 1968-69 as the 
commencement year for payment of bonus, on the theory that the Central CcaT 
Washeries Organisation was entitled to a bonus holiday, within the meaning of 
Section 16 of the Act, earlier to the aforesaid period. I have already held that 
the Central Coal Washeries Organisation is not entitled to any such holiday. 
Therefore, here Is an answer to the preliminary objection raised by Mr, Chakra- 
vorty. 

17. I propose to go to the merits of the case now. I have already expressed 
the opinion that the Calcutta Purchase Office is not to be treated as separate 
establishment of the Central Coal Washries Organisation of Messrs Hindustan Steel 
Ltd. for payment of bonus. I have also observed that Calcutta Purchase Office is 
a unit of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation, which itself is a separate estab- 
lishment of Hindustan Steel Ltd. Therefore. Calcutta Purchase Office forms an 
integral part of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation. The workmen employed 
In Calcutta Purchase Office are. therefore, entitled to bonus on the basis of the 
separate Balance Sheet and Profit and Loss Account of the Central Coal Washeries 
Organisation of Messrs Hindustan Steel Ltd. and not nn the consolidated Balance 
Sheet and Profit and Loss Account of the Hindustan Steel Ltd. 


18. There is no dispute that Hindustan Steel Ltd. was incorporated in January 
1954, There is also no dispute that the Central Coal Washeries began to make 
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profit in the year ending 31st March, 1964, vide Ex. 2(e). Sub-section (4) of Section 
I of the Payment of Bonus Act contemplates : 

‘■(4) Save as otherwise provided In this Act, the provisions of this Act shall, 
In relation to a factory or other establishment to which this Act applies, 
have effect in respect of the accounting year commencing on any day 
in ihc year 1964 and in respect of every subsequent accounting year." 

Therefore, the workmen of the Calcutta Purchase Office of the Central Coal Washe- 
ries Organisation became entitled to payment of bonus from the year ended 31st 
March, 1965. There was no question of giving in the management any Bonus holi- 
days as contemplated in Section 16. There is no dispute and it also appears from 
Exts. 2(b) and 2(c). the Annual Report for the years 1966-G7 to 1967-68: 

Rupees 
in mil ion 
Approxima- 
tely 

I-'or the accounting vear ending 31-3-67 the Comprny n ufe a net profit 

of . 2-94 

For the accounting year end. ng 31-3-68 the Company mi de a net profit 

ot 5-23 

There is, however, dispute over the provisions for add back under item 2(b) 
(depreciation) In the Second Schedule. Under that item the management wanted 


,0 add back: 




(Rupees in 





Million) 

For the year ended 31-3-67 

• 

• 

• * 

8-85 

For the year ended 31-3-68 


I 


8-59 


The workmen on the other hand contended that the amounts of depreciation should 
be the same amount as was sought to be deducted against clause (a) of Section 6 
of Payment of Bonus Act, namely: — 


(Rupees in 
million) 

For ihc year ended 31-3-67 17-44 

For the year ended 31-3-68 14-87 

On behalf of the management the smaller figures against item 2(a) in the second 
Schedule were sought to be justified on the theory that the amounts represented 
the depreciation admissible under the Companies Act. The theory however does 
not justify the action. Section 348 of the Companies Act enacts how remuneration 
of managing agents are to be computed. Now, Section 349(4) of the Companies 
Act provides : — 

“(4) In making the computation aforesaid, the following sums shall be de- 
ducted: — 

(a) to (j) * * * 

(k) depreciation to the extent specified in Section 350.” 

Section 350 of the Companies Act is couched in the following language; — 

“350. The amount of depreciation to be deducted In pursuance of clause (k) 
Sub-section (4) of section 349 shall be the amount calculated with 
reference to the written down value of the assets as shown by the 
books of the company at the end of the financial year expiring at the 
commencement of this Act or Immediately thereafter and at the end 
of each subsequent financial year, at the rate specified for the assets 
by the Indian Income-tax Act, 1922, and the rules made thereunder for 
the time being in force, as normal depreciation including therein extra 
and multiple shift allowances but not including therein any special 
initial or other depreciation or any development rebate, whether 
allowed by that Act or those rules or otherwise: 

Provided that if any asset is sold, discarded, demolished or destroyed for any 
reason before depreciation of such asset has been provided for In full, 
the excess, If any, of the written-down value of such asset over its 
sale proceeds or. as the case may be, its scrap value, shall be written 
off in the financial year in which the asset Is sold, discarded, demolished 
or destroyed.” 
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The above provisions although enacted for the purpose of calculation of managing 
agency remuneration, are also the general law of depreciation as will appear nom. 
the language of section 205: — 

"(1) No dividend shall be declared or paid by a company for any financial 
year except out of the profits of the company for tnat year arrived at 
after providing for depreciation In accordance with the provisions of 
sub-section (2) or out of the profits of the company for any previous 
financial year or years arrived at after providing for depreciation in. 
accordance with those provisions and remaining undistributed or out 
of both or out of moneys provided by the Central Government or a. 
State Government for the payment of dividend in pursuance of a 
guarantee given by that Government: — 


(2) For the purpose of sub-sectTbn (t), depreciation shall be provided either: — 
(a; to the extent specified in section 350; or 

(b) in respect of each item of depreciable asset, for such an amount as is- 

arrived at by dividing ninety-five per cent, of the original coat 
thereof to the company by the specified period in respect of such 
asset; or 

(c) on any other basis approved by the Central Government which has the 

elfect of writing off by way of depreciation ninety-five per cent, of. 
the original cost to the company of each such depreciable asset on. 
the expiry of the specified period; or 

(d) as regards any other depreciable asset for which no rate of depreciation 

has been laid down by the Indian Income-tax Act, 1D22 or the rules, 
made thereunder, on such basis as may be approved by the Central 
Government by any general order published in the Official Gazette 
or by any special order in any particular case: 

Provided that where depreciation is provided for in the manner laid down in. 
clause (b) or clause (c), then, in the event of the depreciable asset 
being sold, discarded, demolished or destroyed the written down value 
thereof at the end of the financial year In which the asBet Is sold, dis- 
carded, demolished or destroyed, shall be written oil in accordance 
with the proviso to section 360,” 

Now, Section 32(i)(il) of the Income Tax Act provides for depreciation in the 
following language: 

“32. (1) In respect of depreciation of buildings, machinery plant or furniture 
owned by the assessee and used for the purpose of the business or pro- 
fession, the following deductions shall, subject to the provisions of 
section 34, be allowed : — 

(i) 

(ii) in the case of buildings, machinery, plant or furniture, other than ships 

covered by clause (i) such percentage on the yTilten down value 
thereof as may in any case or class of cases be prescribed;' 1 

In my opinion, there is thus little difference between the depreciation to be deducted 
under clause (a) and Section 6 of the Payment of Bonus Act and the depreciation 
to be added back in item 2(b) of Second Schedule. Importation of any difference 
in this respect may lead to this absurd result that unless profits are tremendously 
large, the add back of a smaller sum, in Schedule 2, by way of depreciation and 
deduction of « far larger sum as depredation in Schedule 3 will always result In 
loss. Ex. 3, a statement prepared by the management illustrates what I have 
stated above: 

( Rupees 
in nrllion) 


1966-67 

Profit as per profit and Loss A/c . 2-94 

Add : Dcpn. provided in the accounts .... 


II ■ J2 

Less : Depn. as per Income Tax Returns . J7‘03 35.35 

Loss upto the previous year ».«\ 3 1965-66 .... 18.32— 1- 

Loss 23-83 
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1967-68 


Profit as per profit & Loss A/c ..... 5- 20 

A : Depn, Provide*! in the accons . , 8-59 

13-79 

Less: Depn, as per Income Tax Returns .... 14-54 

Losa upto the previous year i.e., 1966 . . , 23-87 38-37 


Loss 24-58 


Since no other items were sought to be added back In the Second Schedule, except- 
ing the Items of depreciation, the gross profits year by year comes upto: — 

(Rupees 
i n m llion) 
approximately 

(a) For ih; year ended 31-3-67 ..... 2 94 

+ 17-44 


20-38 

(6) For the year ended 31-3-68 . , . . . 5 -20 

+ 14-84 


20-04 

19. The preparation of the Third Schedule gave me the utmost trouble. The 
management prepared the Third Schedule under Item 1(1) of the Third Schedule and 
thereunder claimed a deduction of 8.5 per cent of the paid up equity share capital 
at Its commencement of the accounting year. Now, the Central Coal Washeries 
Organisation has no paid up equity share capital. The entirety of the share capital 
belongs to Hindustan Steel Limited. Faced with this difficulty, the management 
filed another set of Third Schedule, which I have marked as Ex. 10 series. There- 
under it was claimed that Central Coal Washeries being a separate establishment 
should come under Item 5 of the Third Schedule, namely, “any other employer 
not falling under any of the aforesaid categories”' and that “8.5 percent of the 
capital invested by the employer In the establishment as evidenced from the books 
of account at the commencement of ths accounting year” should be deducted. 

20. The Central Coal Washeries Organisation is by Itself not a company. It Is 
a department or an undertaking of a public sector company. Fop the purpose of 
computation of bonus, a separate identity, qua "a separate establishment, is arrogat- 
ed to the organisation, by fiction of law, The question that I am confronted with 
Is whether a separate establishment, which is an undertaking cf a Public sector 
company, becomes an employer which is not a company. In ether words, whether 
such an establishment falls under Item 5 of the Third Schedule or remains under 
item 1 of the Second Schedule in spite of being a separate establishment. For either 
Interpreation there are difficulties. If such a Separate establishment Is to be 
treated as a company, it lacks share capital. On the other hand, If it is to be 
treated as any other employer, although a department of a public sector company, 
then it does not separately invest money in the business but merely thrives on in- 
vestments made by the parent body. In my opinion, since a separate establishment 
Is a fictitious creation of law, the resort to fiction should not be allowed to boggle 
and the separate establishment of public sector company should be treated as b 
separate public sector company, for the purpose of computation of bonus. 

21. In this context I desire to refer to a Division Bench Judgment of the Madras 
High Court in K.C.P, Limited Central Workshop vs. K.C.P. Employees’ Association, 
Madras , (1.969') II L.L.J. 817. In that case the appellant Company was the owner 
of a sugar factory, a confectionary, a distillary, a cement factory and a central 
Workshop engaged in the manufacture of heavy machinery. The workers employed 
In the Central Workshop unit raised a dispute for payment of bonus, for the year 
1964-65 and the same was referred for adludication to an industrial Tribunal. 
Rejecting the plea of the management that it had prepared and maintained a 
separate Balancesbeet and Profit and Loss account for the year 1964-65 In respect 
of the Central Workshop and that it should be treated as a separate unit for com- 
putation of bonus, the Tribunal held that the Balancesheet and Profit ar.d Loss 
Account of the Central Workshop were not self-contained in details as to the pro- 
portionate share capital, expenses, managing agencies remuneration and loans 
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taken and investments made In the Central Workshop. The Industrial Tribunal, 
therefore, held that the Balancesheet and Profit and Loss Account of the company 
as a whole should be taken into consideration and on that basis awarded the 
maximum bonus of 20 per cent to the workers of the Central Workshop. The H.gh 
Court was moved by the management against the award, under the Constitutional 
Writ Jurisdiction. The writ petition was dismissed and it was held that the first 
part of me proviso to Section 2 of the Payment of Bonus Act was not available to 
the employer company. The reasoning was that a Balancesheet can only be of a 
company and not of separato units and if the meaning as was applicable to the 
Companies Act was given to the words “Balancesheet and Profit and Loss Account” 
no department or undertaking or branch of a company could have a separate 
balancesheet or profit and loss account, and that the consequence of giving such a 
meaning would be that the department or undertaking or branches of a company 
could never be treated as separate unit! Reversing the judgment of the trial court, 
the Division Bench observed: — 

(a) “There can be balancesheets and profit and loss accounts prepared and 

maintained even for an establishment which is not a company, or a 
corporation or even a cooperative society. r ** There is, however, no 
Inhibition of the law to preparation of balancesheet and profit and loss 
accounts of establishments which‘ — aTe not companies. The only 
requirement is that for The purpose of computation of bonus, the 
balancesheet and profit and loss account should give the true state 
cf affairs of the establishment or the' unit concerned.” 

(b) “So far as the share structure and common items of assets and liabilities 

of the establishment are concerned, it will have a bearing on the 
computation of gross profits of Its department, undertaking or branch. 
That is a matter of proportionate allocation in the light of the rele- 
vant figures and considerations exhibited by the relative Balancesheet 
and Profit and Loss account of the establishment as well as of the 
separate Balancesheet and Profit and Loss account piepared and 
maintained in respect of any such department, under taking or 
branch". 

With great respect, I need say that the judgment of the Madras High Court does 
not clearly serve the purpose of a workable guide to the problem. What proportion 
of the share capital should be allocated to a separate establishment, their Lord- 
ships indicated in a very general term. Were I to work out the proportionate 
share capital myself. I might have had to face a good deal of difficulties, particu- 
larly on the materials before me. I am however relieved In this case, from going 
Into that aspect of the matter because the correctness of the amounts deducted 
against Item 1(11) (8 per cent of its paid up share capital at the commencement of 
the accounting year), was not disputed by tile other side. I find from the Annual 
Reports for the years 1966-67 and 1967-68. that the share structure of Hindustan 
Steel Limited was as hereinbelow indicated: — 

Rs. 

(a) For the year ended 31st March 1067 .... 5280,000,000 

( 5 ) For the year ended 3Tst March 1968 .... 5450,000,000 

Out of the share capital the following allocations were made under Item 1 (11) of 
the Third Schedule, In respect of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation: — 

Rs. 

(a) For the year ended 31st March 1967 .... iO'52m>llion 

(b) For the year ended 31st March 1968 .... iO'42millcn 

Promode Ranjan Samanta of P. it. Mitter & Co., Chartered Accountants, who was 
examined on behalf of the management explained in respect of the year ending 
March 31, 1967: — 

"The sum 10.52 million shown against item l(ii) of (he Third Schedule re- 
presents 8.5 percent of the capital employed in the Coal Washeries. 
It does not represent 8.5 percent of the paid up equity share capital at 
the commencement of the accounting year.” 

22. In my opinion, this is one way of satisfying the guidance given by the 
Madras High Court judgment, Otherwise, It would be an Impossible task to tb ''k 
of a proportionate equity share capital allocated for a separate establishment of a 
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public sector company, when it..has no such share capital. This being the position, 
calculations for the purposes of bonus shall be made in the following manner: — 

Rupees in million 


(a) For the year ended 31 - 3 - 1967 : 

Gross profit as shown in paragraph 18 hereof 

Lets (f) deprec.atin under Section 6 (u) of the Act 
lii) development rebate u/s. 6(b) ol the Act 
(.nnS - 5 oerciiitnrchcprtportiorutccquiry share capital under 
III Schedule ....... 


(i b ) Fir the year ended 31 - 3-1968 

Grots profit as shown in paragraph 18 hereof 
(i) depredation under Section 6 ( 3 ) of the Act 
ui) development rebate u/s. 6 (h) of the Act 

(ut) 8' 5 percent of the proportionate equity share capiLal 
as under ill Schedule , 


20-38 

17-44 

0‘22 

10-52 


23- 18 
(— 7 -So 


.. 20-04 

14-87 
8-84 

10-43 

34' if 
(— )I4'I0 


23. It appears that for the years 1966-67 and 1967-68 the Central Coal Washeries 
had no available surplus for giving bonus. The workmen are, therefore, entitled 
to minimum bonus under the provisions of Section 10 of the Payment of Bonus 

Act for the years March 31, 1967 and March 31, 1908. 

24. In the view taken by me, I hold that the workmen employed in the Calcutta 
Purchase branch office of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation of Hindustan 
Steel Ltd. are entitled to a minimum bonus under the Payment of Bonus Act, 1906 
for the years 1966-67 and 1987-08. 

Tills is my award. 

(Sd.) B. N. Banerjee, 

Presiding Officer. 

Dated July 18, 1970. 

[No. 6/53/69-LRII.] 

S.O. 2660. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of Bhojudih Coal Washerly of Messrs 
Hindustan Steel Limited, Post Office Santaldih, District Purulia, West Bengal and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Government on the 23rd July, 
1970. 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, CALCUTTA. 
Reference No. 105 of 1909 

Parties : 

Employers In relation to the management of Bhojudih Coal Washery of 
Messrs Hindustan Steel Limited. 

And 

Their workmen. 

Present : 

Mr. B. N. Banerjee — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers. — Sri S. C, Chakravarti, Advocate with Sri S, K- 
Biswas, Advocate and Sri C, L. Ganguli, Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmen. — Sri Saha, Advocate. 

State : West Bengal 


Industry; Coal Washery. 




3604 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: AUGUST 8, 1970/SRAVANA 17, 1892 [Part II— 


AWARD 

By Order No. 8/81/69-LRII, dated November 24, 1969, the Government of India, 
In the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment), referred the following industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Bhojudih Coal Washery of Messrs Hindustan Steel 
Limited and their workmen, to this 'Tribunal, for adjudication, namely: — 

“(a) Whether Bhojudih Coal Washery is to be treated as a separate establish- 
ment of the Central Coal Washerles Organisation of Messrs Hindustan. 
Steel Limited for payment of bonus under Payment of Bonus Act, 1965? 

If not, to what relief are the workmen employed at Bhojudih Coal 
Washery of Messrs Hindustan Steel Limited entitled in regard to pay- 
ment of bonus under the said Act. 

(b) Whether the workmen employed at Bhojudih Coal washery of the Central 
Coal Washeries Organisation of Messrs Hindustan Steel Limited, Post! 
Office Santaldih, District Purulia, West Bengal are entitled to payment 
of Bonus under he Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 and if so, to what rate 
and from which year?" 

2. The Hindusan Steel Limited was originally incorporated as a Private Limited 
Company, on January 19, 1954, with an authorised share capital of Rs. 100 crores, 
for running the ReurkeJa Steel Project only. From April 1, 1957, Bhilai and 
Durgapur Steel Plants were also brought under the Company with the authorised 
share capital increased to Rs. 300 crores, which capital has further increased since 
then. Since Government companies were thereafter exempted from the requirement! 
of using the word ‘Private’ as part of their name, the name of the company was. 
changed to Hindustan Steel Limited with effect from the 26th February, 1959- The 
running of Steel plants, it Is well-known, requires huge quantity of metallurgical coke 
and to keep the plants in adequate supply, it was proposed to open three coat 
washerles, at Dugda, Bhojudih and Pathardih, and the three were opened one by one. 
Of the three coal washerles, Bhojudih washery started functioning from August 
1962 and achieved 80 percent of the rated raw coal feed capacity in March 1963 (vide’ 
Ex. 2 page 10). 

3. According to the management, the three coal washeries, namely, Bhojudih,. 
Fathandih and Dugda coal washerles, are departmentally run as undertaking of the 
Central Coal Washeries Organisation, with its administrative office at Dhanbad. In, 
paragraph 4 of the written statement, it was pleaded : 

“That the management maintains a consolidated balancesheet and profit and 
loss account in respect of the Company i.e. Hindustan Steel Limited and 
also prepares and maintains individual balancesheets and profit and 
loss accounts in respect of Bhilai, Durgapur and Rourkela Steel Plants, 
the Alloy Steels Plant, Durgapur, Fertilizer Plant, Rourkela and the 1 
Central Coal Washeries Organisation. It had at no time contended that' 
the payment under the Payment of Bonus Act should be calculated on 
the consolidated balancesheet of the Company and not on the indivlduaT 
balancesheet of each of the separate establishments. ’’ 

In paragraph 6 of the written statement, it was further pleaded, 

“That the management prepares and maintains balancesheet and profit and 
loss account of the Cenral Coal Washeries Organiwation. Management 
humbly submits that these may be accepted as acceptable als 0 under 
Sec. 23 of the Payment of Bonus Act, 1965.” 

It was also pleaded in paragraph 9 of the written statement: 

"That the Bhojudih Coal Washery is a part of the Central Coal Washeries' 
Organisation. Management prepares and maintains a separate 
balancesheet and profit and loss account in respect of Central Coal 
Washeries Organisation. Central Coal Washeries Organisation can 
be treated as a separate establishment for the purpose of the Payment' 
of Bonus Act.’’ 

According to the management, the workmen of Bhojudih coal washery are entitled 
to the payment of bonus, under the Payment of Bonus Act, from the year 19G8-6tb 
only and not earlier to that, as a separate department or branch of Hindustan 
Steel Ltd. 
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4. The workmen represented by Hindustan Steel Coal Washeries Employees’ 
Union, filed a written statement. In paragraph 4, 5 and 7 of the written state- 
ment, it was pleaded: 

“4. That the employers persistantly refused to pay the bonus to the work- 
men of this Washery since its Inception in 1962, taking the advantage 
of the unorganised character of the workmen there. 

5. That the production and sale of the Washery started in 1902. In the 
very first year M/s. Hindustan Steel Ltd. paid Bonus to all the work- 
men of the steel plants in 1962 and onward at varying rates as will 
appear from their records. 

7. That the Company maintains consolidated Balancesheet and Profit and 
Loss account for all the years and at all relevant time the said HSL, 
(abreviation for M/s. Hindustan Steel Ltd.) contended that the Bonus 
should be calculated on Consolidated Balance Sheet and not on the 
alleged individual Balance Sheet, and that was also the plea cf HSL 
before the Tribunal, adjudicating the claim of bonus of the HSL, 
Rourkela.” 

According to the workmen, they became entitled to bonus, since the year 1962-63, 
as workers employed in a factory forming an integral part of Hindustan Steel 
Limited and not in a separate establishment. They claimed bonus at the rate of 
20 percent of the annual profits for the years 1964-65 to 1968-69. 

5. Under the Payment of Bonus Act, 1965, Sub-sections (15) and (16) of 
Section 2 define ‘‘establishment in private Sector” and ‘‘establishment in public 
sector” in the following language: 

“(15) “establishment in private sector” means any establishment other than 
an establishment in public sector; 

(16) “establishment in the public sector” means an establishment owned, 
controlled or managed by- 

la) a Government company as defined in Section 617 of the Companies 
Act, 195G. 

(b) a corporation in which not less than forty per cent, of its capital is 
held (whether singly or taken together) by — 

(i) the Government; or 

(ii) the Reserve Bank of India, or 

(ill) a corporation owned by the Government or the Reserve Bank of 
India;’’ 

The word “establishment” Is not separately defined, It Is however, apparent from 
the language of Sections 2(14) that an establishment may be a factory or any 
other kind of business establishment. This becomes all the more apparent from 
the language used in the Third Schedule, prepared under Section 6(d), where 
under the column employer the following categories have been used: (i) Company 
other than a Banking company, (ii) Banking company, (lii) Corporation, (iv) 
Co-operative Society and (v) any other employer not falling under any of the 
aforesaid categories. Thus the word "establishment” has been used in the Statute 
in its ordinary sense of a business or manufacturing concern, Section 3 of the 
Payment of Bonus Act contemplates an establishment consisting of different 
departments, undertakings or branches. The said section Is hereinbelow set out: 

“3. Where an establishment consists of different departments or undertakings 
or has branches, whether situated in the same place or in different 
places, all such departments or undertakings or branches shall be 
treated as parts of the same establishment for the purpose of compu- 
tation of bonus under this Act; 

Provided that where for any accounting year a separate balancesheet and 
profit and loss account are prepared and maintained in respect of 
any such department or undertaking or branch, then, such depart- 
ment or undertaking or branch shall be treated as a separate establish- 
ment for the purpose of computation of bonus under this act for that 
year, unless such department or undertaking or branch was, im- 
mediately before the commencement of that accounting year treated 
as part of the establishment for the purpose of computation of bonus.” 

The main part of Section 3 provides that where an establishment consists of 
different departments or undertakings or has branches, whether situated in the 
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same place or In different places, all such departments and undertakings and 
branches shall be treated as parts of the same establishment for the purpose of 
computation of bonus. Tho proviso to the section, however, makes an exception 
in that it treats such departments, undertakings or branches as "separate establish- 
ments" for the purpose of Computation of bonus, if lor any accounting year a 
separate balancesheet and profit and loss accounts were prepared and maintained 
for it by such departments, undertakings or branches. But the exception does 
not apply, if immediately before the commencement of accounting year such 
departments, undertakings or branches had been treated as parts of the establish- 
ment for the purpose of computation of bonus. 

G. Thus, although an establishment means an establishment, that Is to say, 
a business or manufacturing concern, Section 3 of the Payment of Bonus Act 
creates a legal ilction under which there may be an establishment consisting of 
different departments undertakings or branches, each of which must be deemed 
to be a “separate establishment". In other wordb, for the purpose of computation 
of bonus, departments, undertakings or branches of an establishment do not 
mean parts of the parent establishment, under certain circumstances, but need 
be regarded as separate establishments. 

7. Sub-section (1) of Section 1G of the Act makes certain special provisions 
with respect of establishments “newly set up”. Sub-section (21 of Section 16 is 
couched in the following language: 

"(2) The provisions of sub-section (1) shall, so far as may be, apply to new 
departments or undertakings or branches set up by existing establish- 
ment: 

Provided that if an employer in relation to an existing establishment con- 
sisting of different departments or undertakings or branches ^whether 
or not in the same industry ) set up at different periods b is, before 
the 29th May 1965, been paying bonus to the employees of alt such 
departments or undertakings or branches irrespective of the date 
on which such departments or undertakings or branches were set up, 
on the basis of the conso’idated profits computed In respect of all 
such departments or undertakings or branches, then such employer 
shall be liable to pay bonus in accordance with the provisions of the 
Act to the employees of all such departments or undertakings or 
branches (whether set up before or after that elate) on the basis of 
the consolidated proilts computed as aforesaid.” 

It is interesting to note that in order to distinguish the parent establishment 
from its departments, undertakings and branches, which are separate establish- 
ments, parent body has been characterised in the Sub-section ns the existing 
establishment. 

8. I have examined ihe meaning of the word "establishment” and a “separate 
establishment” at some length, because it was argued on behalf of the manage- 
ment that Bhojudih Coal Washery should not be treated as a separate establish- 
ment of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation of Messrs Hindustan Steel Ltd. 
This argument was developed In the following manner. It was contended that 
the Central Coal Washeries Organisation was a department or an undertaking of 
the Hindustan Steel Ltd., which maintained a separate account and should be 
treated as a separate establishment. Bhojudih Coal Washery was one of the 
washeries which constituted the Central Coal Washeries Organisation and could 
not he treated as a separate establishment of the Central Coal Washeries Orga- 
nisation. In my opinion, there is substance in this contention, I have already 
set out from the proviso to Section 3 of the Payment of Bonus Act, when a depart- 
ment or undertaking is to be treated as a separate establishment. It appears from 
Exts. 3 to 8, Annual Reports containing the Balancesheets and Profit ana Loss 
Accounts for the years 1963-84 to 1968-69, that separate Balance-sheet and Profit 
and Loss Account were being maintained for Central Coal Washeries Organisa- 
tion but not for Its constituent Bhojudih Coal Washery. Thus, the position is that 
the Bhojudih Coal Washery Is a unit of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation 
which Is a separate establishment of the parent establishment known as Hindustan 
Steel Limited. The Payment of Bonus Act contemplates existence of separate 
establishment or establishments within an existing establishment, but does not 
contemplate creation of a separate establishment within a separate establishment 
itself Therefore, Bhojudih Coal Washerv cannot be treated as a separate establish- 
ment of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation of Messrs Hindustan Steel 
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Ltd. for the purpose of Payment of bonus. However, because It is a unit of a 
Separate establishment, the workmen employed in that unit should be entitled to 
bonus at the rate payable by the said separate establishment. 

9. I have now to clear the ground of certain preliminary objections, Mr. N. C. 
Chakravorty, learned Advocate appearing for the management, submitted that the 
reference was not maintainable because it had not been made under Section 22 
of the Payment of Bonus Act. This argument is based on a misconception. Sec 
tion 22 of the Payment of Bonus Act Is couched In the following language: 

"22. Where any dispute arises between an employer and his employees with 
respect to the bonus payable under this Act or with respect to the 
application of this Act to an establishment in public sector, then, 
such dispute shall be deemed to be an industrial dispute within the 
meaning of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, or of any corresponding 
law relating to investigation and settlement of industrial disputes in 
force In a State and the provisions of that Act or, as the case may be, 
such law, shall, save as otherwise expressly provided, apply accord- 
ingly.” 

Section 22 contemplates that disputes, such as are referred to In the Section 
itself, shall be deemed to be industrial dispute within the meaning of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act and the provisions of the latter Act shall apply. That being 
so, the present dispute between the employer and employee in respect of bonus 
payable under the Payment of Bonus Act attracted the provisions of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act and in the Instant reference, made under Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, is a lawful reference and cannot be condemned because 
It was not made under Section 22 of the Payment of Bonus Act. 

10. Mr, Chakravorty next contended that If the Tribunal was of the opinion 
that Bhojudih Coal Washery was neither an establishment nor a separate establish- 
ment, then item (a) In the Schedule to the Order of Reference must be answered 
in the negative and consequently the workmen should be held to be entitled to 
no relief. I have already expressed the view that the Bhojudih Coal Washery 
is not a separate establishment of the Central Coal Washerles Organisation but 
merely is a unit constituting the Central Coal Washeries. That being my 
opinion, It follows that the workmen of Bhojudih Coal Washer y are not entitled 
to bonus as a separate establishment of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation. 
But that does not disentitle them to bonus under some other basis. I cannot 
agree with Mr. Chakravorty that if the first part of the question mentioned in 
item (a) of the Schedule to the Reference be answered in the negative, the second 
part also must be answered as 'nil’. Under what other basis they may be 
entitled to bonus I shall consider later on. 

11, Mr. Chakravorty argued further that in as much as there was no year 
mentioned either in item (a) or in item (b) of the Schedule to the order of 
Reference, the reference was bad and incapable of being answered. Mr. Chakra- 
vorty argued that bonus under the Payment of Bonus Act was payable out of the 
profits of a particular accounting year. Only It there was no profit made in a 
particular accounting year, then only a minimum bonus was payable for the 
year. He submitted that the language of Section 8 (eligibility for bonus), Sec- 
tion 14 (Payment of Minimum Bonus) and Section 1G (Special provisions -with 
respect to certain establishments) amply bore out this proposition He further 
relied on the following passage from the judgment of the Supreme Court in Tock- 
lai Experimental Station vs. its workmen, (1961) II L.L.J. 694 at page 697: 

"It would be noticed that the demand originally made by the workmen 
appears to be In the nature of a demand for bonus which is usually 
described as industrial profit bonus, the payment of which is governed 
by the application of the well known formula. Such a demand is 
invariably made, and has to be made, by referenre to a particular 
year because the formula which determines claims for profit bonus 
postulates the examination of the available surplus in the hands of 
the employer from which bonus may be directed to be paid to the 
emp’oyees. A claim for profit bonus cannot be validly made unless 
a specific vear for which the claim is made is indicated and it is 
alleged that there is available surplus in the bands of the employer, 
during that year. It is unfortunate that this elementary aspect was 
overlooked by the workmen when tbev made the claim and has not 
been noticed even bv the Assam Government when it made the refer- 
ence In respect of this claim." 
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There cannot be any dispute so far as the legal proposition as a proposition of 
law is concerned. But the instant ease is not the type of case which went up 
before the Supreme Court in the matter of Tocklai Experimental Station. Here 
the dispute has a larger sweep, namely, on what basis the workmen are entitled, 
.if at all, to payment og bonus and if so at what rate and from which year. It 
will be for this tribunal to find out from which particular year, If at all, the 
bonus would be payable to the workmen. For example, it would be necessary for 
this tribunal lo examine it as a new department or undertaking the Coal Washery 
would be entitled to a bonus holiday, as contemplated under Section 16 of the 
Payment of Bonus Act. If it Is for this tribunal to find out from which year, if 
at all, the workmen are entitled to bonus, then it was not for the Government 
do specify the years for which bonus was payable, I, therefore, over-rule this 
branch of the objection by Mr. Chakravorty. 


12. Mr. Chakravorty next argued that a unit named Bhojudih Coal Washery was 
not capable of raising a labour dispute and obtaining a reference to industrial 
adjudication. There Is an assumption made by Mr. Chakravorty in making this 
argument, namely, that the workmen of the two other constituent Coal Washeries 
of the Central Organisation, namely Dugdah and Pathardih are not agitating for 
payment of bonus or have abandoned the claim. In making this assumption he 
may not be right. Assuming for the sake of argument that the workmen of 
Bhojudih Coal Washery only are agitating for payment of bonus. I do not realise 
what incapacitates them from so doing. Mr, Chakravorty, no doubt, invited my 
attention in support of his contention to the following passage from the judgment 
of the Supreme Court in Burn & Co. Ltd. v Their Employees, (1957) I L.L.J., 20, 
pages 232-33: 


“In law, a claim for bonus will be admissible only if the business had re- 
sulted during the year in sufficient profits, And as the reason for 
the grant of bonus is that workers should share in the prosperity in 
which they contributed, all of them would have the right to partici- 
pate in it. Therefore, profits can be said to be sufficient to make a 
payment to all of them. If the profits are not sufficient for that pur- 
pose then the very condition on which bonus could be declared 
would be absent, and no question of granting any bonus could arise. 
As it is common ground that the profits of the company are not suffi- 
cient to justifv the award of the company in all its units, it follows 
that there is in law no ground for the grant of bonus. Nor can such 
a claim be sustained in equity. The entire profits of the company 
are the result of the labour of all the workmen and employees m all 
its units, To grant a bonus to a section of them on the basis of the 
total profits of the company will be to give them a share m profits 
to which they have not contributed. We are wholly unable to appre- 
ciate the observation of the Appellate Tribunal that to refuse addi- 
tional bonus to the union employees would be to penalise them not 
for their own fault but for the laches of the co-workers, who aban- 
doned their claim". The Tribunal forgets that on the own finding, If 
all the workmen made a claim, no bonus could have been declared. 
It is not a question of their abandoning their claim but of their real- 
izing that they have one. If the order of the ADPellate Tribunal is 
to be given effect to. some of the employees of the company would 
get a bonus, while others not, and as observed in Karam Char , id 
Thnprmr & Bros' workmen v. the company (1953 L.A.C. 152, 100), 
that must lead to disaffection among the workers and to further in- 
dustrial disputes.” 


1 do not find how the above observations by the Supreme Court are applica- 
ble to the facts of the instant case. In the case before the Supreme Court, the 
nroflts admittedly were not sufficient to lustify an award of bonus to all the work- 
In nf hT on MnV In the instant case, I do not have such evidence. In the 
neirt place the Supreme Court did not endorse the attempt to , 
i nisr-tinn nf thp workmen with t>avment of bonu 5 *. onlv because of the default 
of other ° w or k men Tho had not rMsed such dispute I have not the evidence 
of otner wo , p • *. bp 0 ther coal washeries have abandoned their 

before me that the workmen in the^otner coai ^ observat : OIls of tbe Supreme 

Court in any way reinforce the argument of Mr. Chakravorty in the form made. 

13. The last branch of the nrelim Si 
was that Hindustan n othine in the Payment of Bonus Act would 

nppiy 11 to* ‘Employees Employed by any establishment in public sector, save as 
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otherwise provided under this Act”. What is otherwise provided under the Pay- 
ment of Bonus Act is to be found in Section 20 of the Act which I set out below; 

”20. (1) If in any accounting year an establishment in public sector sells 
any goods produced or manufactured by it or renders any services, 
in competition with an establishment in private sector, and the income 
from such sale or service or both is not less than twenty per cent of 
the gross income of the establishment in public sector for that year, 
then, the provisions of this Act shall apply in relation to such estab- 
lishment in public sector as they apply in relation to a like estab- 
lishment in private sector. 

(2) An establishment in public sector to which this Act applies shall con- 
tinue to be governed by this Act notwithstanding that in any subse- 
quent accounting year its income from the sale of goods produced or 
manufactured by it or from services rendered or from both, in com- 
petition with an establishment in private sector, falls below twenty 
per cent of its gross income for that accounting year.” 

This exemption, as is now well-established, was granted in view of a legisla- 
tive purpose. I find support for the above observation of mine from a passage 
in the judgment of the Supreme Court in Sanahi Jeevraj Ghewar Chand & Ors. v. 
Secretary, Madras Chillies, Grains Kirana Merchants Workers’ Union, (1969) 
I S.C.R. 366 at 382-83: 

“It appears to us that the exemption is enacted with a deliberate object, 
viz. not to subject such establishments to the burden of bonus which 
are conducted without any profit motive and are run for public bene- 
fit. The exemption in Sec. 32 (x) is, however, a limited one, for, 
under Sec. 20' if a public sector establishment were in any accounting 
year to sell goods produced or manufactured by it in competition 
with an establishment in private sector and the income from such 
sale is not less than the 20 per cent of its gross income, it would be 
liable to pay bonus under the Act. One gain it is clear that in ex- 
empting public sector establishments, Parliament had a definite policy 
in mind.” 

Therefore, unless the mischief of Section 20 of the Payment of Bonus Act be 
attracted in the instant case, the Central Coal Washeries Organisation may escape 
ipayment of bonus. 

14. Now, it appears from the evidence of N. Bbattacharjee, Accounts Officer of 
the Hindustan Steel Coal Washeries Organisation, that the Central Coal Washeries 
Organisation sells stock of excess coal throueh the Sales Office at Calcutta, The 
question for my consideration is whether such sales are made in competition with 
an etablishment in private sector and the income from such sales is not less than 
20 per cent of the gross income. On this point, there is a great deal of paucity of 
■evidence, I have myself examined the Profit and Loss Account of the Central 
Coal Washeries Organisation for the years ended 31st March, 1968 and 31st March 


1969 (Exts. 7 and 8). It appears from Ext. 7 as follows: 

Rupees 

"(Ext. 7) Sole of Products 59,972,378 

Stock Transfer to ; 

Other plants 140,210,168 

Cess claims 7,352,281 

Clos ng Stock of Finished Products 814,760 

Rupees 

It appears from Ex. 8 as follows : 

■” (Ex. 8 J Sale of Products ........ 72,477,612 

Stock Transfer to 

Olher plants 165,198, 90 

Cess Claims 8,957,039 

Closing Stock of Finished Products .,,,.. 1,484,759 


If the “sale of products” represents sale to outside parties and “transfer to 
other plants” represents the supplies made by Coal Washeries to the consumer 
plants of Hindustan Steel Ltd., then the sale value to outsiders represent consi- 
derably more than 20 per cent. There is, however, no evidence of what is what. 
Whether the sales were being made at competitive price with other private sector 
establishments does not also appear. I have already observed there is great 
paucity of evidence in this respect. The management has established that Hindus- 
tan Steel Ltd. is an establishment in the Public Sector. For the purposes of Sec- 
lion 3 of the Payment of Bonus Act, the Central Coal Washeries must also be 
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treated as an establishment in the Public sector, because as an undertaking or a. 
department o f an establishment in the Public sector it cannot be stamped with 
a character other than the character of the parent body. There is, as I have ob- 
served, little to show that the establishment fell within the exception contem- 
plated in Section 20, There is, however, one fact which I need notice in favour 
of the workmen. In paragraph 12 (vi) of the written statement filed on behalf of 
the management, it was pleaded: 

“12 (vi). That accordingly the workmen of the Bhojudih Coal Washery 
would be entitled to bonus under the Payment of Bonus Act from 
the year the Central Coal Washeries Organisation earns profit within 
the meaning of the Act or on the expiry of the 6th accounting year- 
following the accounting year in which the goods manufactured were 
sold. Accordingly the workmen of the Bhojudih Coal Washery are 
entitled to bonus under the Payment of Bonus Act, from the year 
1968-69,” 


Further in paragraph 13 of the said written statement it was pleaded: 

“13, That, therefore, the management humbly submits that the Tribunal may 
be pleased to answer the issues under reference in favour of the 
management in as much as that the Bhojudih Coal Washery cannot be 
treated as a separate establishment but that it is a part of the Cen- 
tral Coal Washeries Organisation which is a separate establishment 
under the Hindustan Steel Limited and that the relief in the circums- 
tances under the Payment of Bonus Act is the payment of slatulory 
minimum bonus of 4 per cent of the annual earnings as from the year 
1968-69 i.e, on the expiry of the 6th accounting year.” 


The above two admissions are explicable only on the theory that the Central 
Coal Washeries Organisation fell to be governed by the exception contemplated 
under Section 20 of the Payment of Bonus Act otherwise no bonus would have 
b«en paid It was not the case of Mr. Chakravortv that sales to outsiders, within 
the meaning of Section 20. were made for the first time in the year mentioned In 
the above quoted Paragraphs 12 (vi) and 13. He selected the year 1968-69 as the 
commencement year for payment of bonus, on the theory that the Central Coal 
Washeries Organisation Was entitled to a bonus holiday, within the meaning of 
Section 16 of the Act, earlier to the aforesaid period. I hnve already held that 
the Central Coal Washeries Organisation is not entitled to any such holiday. 
Therefore, here is an answer to the preliminary objection raised by Mr. Chakra- 
vorty. 


15 I nronose to eo to the merits of the case now. I have already expressed 
the opinion that the Bhojudih Coal Washery is not to be treated as separate estab- 
lishment of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation of Messrs Hindustan Steer 
Ltd for payment of bonus. I have also observed that Bhojudih Coal Washery is 
a unit of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation which itself Is a separate estab- 
lishment of Hindustan Steel Ltd Therefore, Bhojudih Coal Washery forms an 
internal Part of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation The workmen employ- 

i / ny, nil id iVi Coal Wasberv are therefore, entitled to bonus on the basis of the 
separa^Ba^neSheptandPrefiit and Loss Account of the Central Coal Washe- 
r?es Organisation of Messrs Hindustan Steel Ltd. and not on ho consolidated 
Balancesheet and Profit and Loss Account of the Hindutan -teel Ltd. 

16 The next question for mv consideration is the Balancesheet and Profit and 

r oss Accounts of which particular accounting years ar e relevant in this context 
There is no dispute that Hindustan Steel Ltd. was incorporated in January 1954 
2 the Bhoit.dih .Coa, I A t'o' make" pro* 

tette year 1 endlna d 3 ™ March 1984, vide Ex. S Sub-section (4) ot Section 1 ol the 
Payment of Bonus Act contemplates: 


“(4) 


Savers j^l^^^Q^g^^ory^or^other^establishmenif'to'w'hich^this S3 
enlrh fle ?n respect of the accounting year commencing on 

any day in the year 1964 and in respect of every subsequent account- 
ing year-” 


Therefore the workmen of the Central 
entitled to payment of bonus from the year 


Coal Washeries Organisation became 
ended 31st March 1965, There was no 
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question of giving to the management any Bonus holidays as contemplated in Sec- 
tion 16 . There is no dispute and it also appears from Exts. 4 to 8, the Annual 
Report for the years 1964-65 to 1968-69 that: 

Rupees in 
million 
Approximately 

(а) For the accounting year ending 31-3-65 the company made a net profit 

of 2 '36 

(б) For the accounting year ending 31-3-66 the company made a net profit 

°f ........... 3 -22 

(0 Forthe accountingycar ending 3i-3-67the cempan} made a net picfit 

of 2 • 94 

(d) Forthe accountingycar ending 31-3-68 the company made a net profit 

°f 5 '20 

(e) For the accounting year ending 31-3-69 the company made net profit 

of 6 '03 

There is, however, dispute over the provisions for add back under item 2 (b) 
(depreciation) in the Second Schedule, Under that item the management wanted 
to add back: 

Rupees 
in million 


'a) For the year ended 31-3-65 
[bj For the year ended 31-3-66 
'./) For the year ended 31-3-67 
,d) For the year ended 31-3-68 
e ) For the year ended 31-3-69 








6- 







1- 


, 





8- 





, 


8- 







io- 


15 

M3 

1-85 

i '59 

5-J9 


The workmen on the other hand contended that the amounts of depreciation 
should be the same amount as was sought to be deducted against clause (a) of 
Section 6 of the Payment of Bonus Act, namely: — 

Rupees 
in million 


(a) For the year ended 31-3-65 12 69 

(b) For the year ended 31-3-66 16 21'] vide 

( c ) For the year ended 31-3-67 17^44 i-Ex.15 

(d) For the year ended 31-3-68 t4'87j 

(e) For the year ended 31-3-69 i5,64Vide 

Ex. 9 (») 


On behalf of the management the smaller figures against item 2 ''a) in the second 
Schedule were sougnt to be justified on the theory that the amounts represented 
the depredation admissible under the Companies Act, The theory however does 
not justify the action of Section 348 of the Companies Act enacts how remunera- 
tion of managing agents are to be computed. Now, Section 349 ( 4 ; of the Com- 
panies Act provides: 

“( 4 ) In making the computation aforesaid, the following sums shall be deduct 
ed. — 

(a) to (j) * * * * * 

(k) depreciation to the extent specified in Section 350 ." 

Section 350 of the Companies Act is couched in the following language: 

“ 350 . The amount of depreciation to be deducted in pursuance of clause (k) 
of sub-section ( 4 ) of section 349 shall be the amount calculated with 
reference to the wrltten-down value of the assets as shown by the 
books of the company at the end of the financial year expiring at the 
commencement of this Act or immediately thereafter and at the end 
of each subsequent financial year, at the rate specified for the assets 
by the Indian Income -1 tx Act, 1922 , and the rules made thereunder 
for the iime being in force, as normal depreciadon including therein 
extra and multiple shift allowances but not including the v ein any 
special initial or other depreciation or any development rebate, whe- 
ther allowed by that Act or those rules or otherwise: 

Provided that if any asset is sold, discarded, demolished or destroyed for 
any reason before depreciation of such asset nas been provided for 
in full, the excels, if any of the written-down value of such asset 
over Its sale proceeds 01 , as the case may be, it 3 scrap value, shall 
be written off In the financial year in which the rsset is sold, dis- 
carded, demolished or destroyed.’’ 
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The above provisions although enacted tor the purpose of calculation of managing 
agency remuneration, ure also the general law of depreciation as will appear from 
“he language ol Section 2n5: — 

‘(1) No dividend shall be declared or paid by a company for any financial 
year except out of the profits of the company for that year arrived at after pro- 
viding for depreciation in accordance with the provisions of sub-section ( 2 ) or 
out ol the profits of the company for any previous financial year or years arrived 
at after providing for depreciation in accordance with those provisions and re- 
maining undistributed or out of both or out of moneys provided by the Central 
Government or a State Government for the paiyment of dividend in pursuance 
of a guarantee given by that Government: 


(2) For the purpose of sub-section ( 1 ), depreciation shall be provided either — 

(a) to the extent specified in section 350; or 

(b) in respect of each item of depreciable asset, for such an amount as is 

arrived at by dividing ninety-five per cent, of the original cost thereof 
to the company by the specified period in respect of such asset; or 

(c) oil any other basis approved by the Central Government which hat the 

effect of writing oil by way of depreciation ninety-five per cent, of the 
original cost to the company of each such depreciable asset on the 
expiry of Ihe specified period; or 

(d) as regards any other depreciable asset for which no rote cf depreciation 

has been laic! down by the Indian Income-tax Act, 1922 or the ruJes 
made thereunder, cn such basis as may be approved by the Central 
Government by any genera) order published in the Official Gazette 
or by any special order in any particular case: 

Provided that where depreciation is provided for in the manner laid down 
In clause (b) or clause (,c) , then, in the event of the depreciable ssset being sold, 
discarded, demolished or destroyed the written down value thereof ot the end of 
the financial year in which the asset is sold, discarded, demolished or destroyed, 
shall be written oil In accordance with the proviso to section 350," 

Now, Section 32 ((i) (ii) of the Income Tax Act provides for depreciation In the 
following language. 

“32. ( 1 ) In respect of clef reciation of buildings, machinery plant or furniture 
owned by the assessee find used for the purposes of the business or profession, the 
following deductions shall, subject to the provisions of section 34, be allowed: — 

( 1 ) * * * 

(ii) In the case of buildings, machinery, plant or furniture, other than 
ships covered by clause (i) such percentage on the written down 
value thereof as may in any case or class of cases be prescribed;’’ 

In my opinion, there Is thus little defference between the depreiation to be 
deducted undr clause (a) and Section 0 of the Payment of Bonus Act and the 
depreciation to be added back in item 2(b) of Second Schedule. Importation of 
any difference In this respect may lead to this absurd result that unless profits 
are tremendously large, the add back of a smaller sum, in Schedule 2, by way 
of depreciation and deduction of a far larger sum as depreciation in Schedule 3 will 
always result lr, loss. Ex. 9, a statement prepared by the management illustralod 
what I have stated above; 


1963-64 (Rupees 

in tnillon) 

Profit as per profit & loss a/c 1-52 

Add. Depn, provided in the accounts ....... 5 '42 

6-94 

L,e$s ; Depreciation as per Income Tax Returns ..... I4‘03 

Loss 7 - 09 



Sfefc. $(h)j lixt <3 aa ,11 , tixLltA: Abou^r §, 19^/skAVAisfA l), l$kl 3 <Jl 3 


(Rs. in million! 

1964-65 


Profit as per profit and loss A/c . 


2-36 

Add, Dcpn. provided in the accounts .... 


5-15 

Less Depreciation as perthe Income Tax Returns 

12-79 

7 ' 5 I 

Loss in 1 he previous year , 

6-99 

19-70 


Loss 12-27 


1965-66 

Profit as per Profit & Loss Account .... 


3'22 

Add : Depn. provided in the accounts .... 

7-13 


Bonus erroneous provided .... 

O’ 09 

7* 22 

Less Dcpn. as per Income Tax Rcl urns .... 

16-49 

ro-44 

Loss upto 1 he previous year (1963-64 to 1964-65,) 

12’ 2 S] 

28-76 


Loss 

18-32 

1966-67 

Profit as per profit & Loss A/c .... 


2-94 

A dd : Depn. provided in the accounts .... 

■ 

8-58 

Leu : Depn. as per Income Tax Returns .... 

17-03 

n-52 

Loss up to the previous year (1965-66 from 1963-64) 

. 18-32 

35'35 

1967-68 

Loss 

23 -83 

Profit as per profit & Loss A/c .... 


5 - 20 

A dd : Dcpn, Provided in the accounts .... 


8-59 

Less : Dcpn. as per Income Tax Returns .... 

. 14' 54 

13-79 

Loss up to the previous year (1966-67 irom 1963-64) 

23-83 

38-37 


Loss 

24-58 


Since no othcritems were sought to be added baeckin the Second 
items ol depreciation, the gross profits year by year comes up to: 


Schdcdule, excepting the 


(Rupees in 
milion) 

approximately) 


(a) For the year ended 31-3-65 ..... 2-36 

+ 1269 


15-05 

( 5 ) For the year ended 31-3-66 3-22 

-f- 16-22 


19-44 

(c) For the year ended 31-3-67 2-94 

+ 17-44 


20 u 38 

(d) For the year ended 31-3-68 . . . . . 5-20 

4-14- 84 


20-04 

(ti) For the year ended 31-3-69 ..... 6-03 

4-10-49 


16-52 
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17- The preparation of the Third. Schedule gave me the utmost trouble. The 
management prepared the Third Schedule under item l(i) of the Third Schedule 
and thereunder claimed a deduction of 8.5 per cent of the paid up equity share 
capital at its commencement of the accounting year. Now, the Central Coal 
Washeries Organisation has no paid up equity share capital. The entirety of the 
share capital belongs to Hindustan Steel Limited. Faced with this difficulty, the 
management filed another set of Third Schedule, which I pave marked as Ex. 17 
series. Thereunder it was claimed that Central Coal Washeries being a separate 
establishment should come under Item 5 of the Third Schedule, namely, "any 
other employer not falling under any of the aforesaid categories” and that "8.5 
per cent of the capital invested by the employer in the establishment as evidenced 
from the books of account at the commencement of the accounting year’ - should 
be deducted. 

18- The Central Coal Washeries Organisation is by itself not a company. It 
is a department or an undeilakmg of a public sector company. Fo” the purpose 
of computation of bonus, a separate identity, qua a separate establishment, is 
arrogated to the organisation, by fiction of law. The question that I am confront- 
ed with is whether a separate establishment, which is an undertaking of a Public 
sector company, becomes an employer which is not a company. In other words, 
whether such an establishment fails under item 5 of the Third Schedule or 
remains under item l of the Second Schedule inspite of being a separate establish- 
ment. For either interpretation there are difficulties. If such a separate establish- 
ment is to be treated as a company, it lacks share capital. On the other hand, 
if it is to be treated as anv other employer, although a department of a public 
sector company, then it does not separately invest money in the business but 
merely thrives on investments made by the parent body. In my opinion, since 
a separate- establishment is a fictitious creation of law, the resort to fiction should 
not be allowed to boggle and the separate establishment of public sector company 
should be treated as a separate public sector company, for the purpose of com- 
putation of bonus. 

19. In this context I desire to refer to a Division Bench judgment of the Madras 
High Court in K.CJ 3 . Limited Central Workshop vs. K.C.P. Employees’ Associa- 
tion Madras, (1969) II L.L.J. 817. In that case the appellant Company was the 
owner of a sugar factory, a confectionary, a distillary, a cement factory and a 
Central Workshop engaged in the manufacture of heavy machinery. The workers 
employed in the Central Workshop unit raised a dispute for payment of bonus, 
for the year 1964-65 and the same was referred for adjudication to an industrial 
Tribunal. Rejecting the plea of the management that it had prepared and main- 
tained a separate Balancesheet and Profit and Loss account for the year 1964-65 
in respect of the Central Workshop and that it should be treated as a separate 
unit for computation of bonus, the Tribunal held that the Balancesheet and Profit 
and Loss Account of th e Central Workshop were not self-contained in details as 
to the proportionate share capital, expenses, managing agencies remuneration and 
loans taken and investments made in the Central Workshop. The Industrial Tribu- 
nal, therefore, held that the Balancesheet and Profit and Loss Account of the 
company as a whole should be taken into consideration and on that basis award- 
ed the maximum bonus of 20 per cent to the workers of the Central Workshop. 
The High Court was moved by the management against ihe award, under the 
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction. The writ petition was dismissed and it was 
held that the first part of the proviso to Section 3 of the Payment of Bonus Act 
was not available to the employer company. The reasoning was that a Balance- 
sheet can only be of a company and not of separate units and if the meaning as 
was applicable to the Companies Act was given to the words "Balancesheets and 
Profit and Loss Account” no department or undertaking or branch of a company 
could have a separate balancesheet or profit and loss account, and that the conse- 
quence of giving such a meaning would be that the department or undertaking or 
branches of a company could never be treated as separate unit. Reversing the 
judgment of the trial court, the Division Bench observed: 

(a) "There can be balancesheets and profit and loss accounts prepared and 
maintained even for an establishment which is not a company, or a 
corporation or even a cooperative society, * * * There is., however, no 
inhibition of the law to preparation of balancesheet and profit and 
loss accounts of establishments which are not companies. The only 
requirement is that for the purpose of computation of bonus, the 
balancesheet and profit and loss account should give the true state 
of affairs of the establishment or the unit concerned.” 
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(b) “So far as the share structure and common items of assets and liabili- 
ties of the establishment are concerned, it will have a bearing on the 
computation of gross profits of its department, undertaking or branch. 
That is a matter of proportionate allocation in the light of the rele- 
vant figures and considerations exhibited by the relative Balance- 
sheet and Profit and Loss account of the establishment as well as 
of the separate Balancesheet and Profit and Loss account prepared 
and maintained in respect of any such department, undertaking or 
branch”. 

With great respect, I need say that the judgment of the Madras High Court does 
not clearly serve the purpose of a workable guide to the problem. What propor- 
tion of the share capital should be allocated to a separate establishment, their Lord- 
ships indicated in a very general term. Were 1 to work out the proportionate 
share capital myself, I might have had to face a good deal of difficulties, parti- 
cularly on the materials before me. I am however relieved in this case, from 
going into that aspect of the matter because the correctness of the amounts de- 
ducted against item l(ii) (8 per cent of its paid up share capital at the com- 
mencement of the accounting year), was not disputed by the other side. I find 
from the Annual Reports for the years 1964-65 to 1968 - 69 , that the share struc- 
ture of Hindustan Steel Limited was as hereinbelow indicated: 


(a) For the yer ended 31st March 1964 

(b) For the year ended 31st March 1965 

(c) For the year ended 31st March 1966 

( d ) For the year ended 3ist March 1967 
(?) For the yer ended 31st March 1968 
(/) For the year ended 31st March 1969 


(Rupees) 

, 4470,000,000 

. 5280,000,000 

. 5280,000,000 

, 5280,000,000 

. 5450,000,000 

, 5570,000,000 


Out of the share capital the following allocations were made under it cm 1 (it) of 1 ht 
Schedule, in respect of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation : 


(Million) 


Tlmd 


(a) For the year ended 31st March 1964 

(b) For the year ended 31st March 1965 

(c) For the year ended 31st March 1966 

(d) For the year ended 31st March 1967 
(?) For the year ended 31st Mardh 1968 
(/) For the year ended 31st March 1969 


7-14 
9-59 
10-43 
id- 52 
10*42 
10-49 


Promode Raiyan Samamta of P. K. Mitter & Co., Chartered Accountants, who was 
examined on behalf of the management, explained in respect of the year ending 
March 31 , 1965 that: 

“The sum 9.59 million shown against item 1 (ii) of the Third Schedule re- 
presents 8-5 per cent of the capital employed in the Coal Washeries- 
It does not represent 8.5 per cent of the paid up equity share capital 
at the commencement of the accounting year.” 


20 . In my opinion, this is one way of satisfying the guidance given by the 
Madras High Court judgment. Otherwise, it would be an impossible task to think 
of a proportionate equity shatre capital allocated for a separate establishment of 
a public sector company, when it has no such share capital. This being the posi- 
tion, calculations for the purposes of bonus shall be made in the following manner: 


(a) For the year ended 31-3-1965 

Gross profit as shown in paragraph 16 hereof 
Less(t) depreciation under Section 6(a) ofthe Act 
(it) development rebate u/s. 6 ( 5 ) ofthe Act . 

(iii) 8- 5 per cent ofthe proporti onate equity share carital 
as under III Schedule ..... 


(Rupees in 
Million) 

15-05 

12-69 

2-63 

9-59 


24-91 


(— ) 9-86 
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(b) Forthe year ended 31-3-66 

Gr^ss profit as shown in paragraph 16 hereof . . . .. 19 '44 

Less (i) depreciation under Section 6(a) of the Act . 16-22 

(it) development rebate u/s. 6 (6) of the Act . . . 8-84 

(tit) 8 ■ 5 per cent of the propor tionate equity share capital 

as under III Schedule .... 10-43 


35 ‘49 


(— >16-05 


(c) For the year ended 31-3-1967 

Gross profit as shown in paragraph 16 hereof 
Less(i ) depreciation under Sectioh 6 (a) of the Act . 17-44 

(it) development rebate u/s. 6 (b) of the Act , . . 0 22 

(in) 8*5 percent of the proportionate equity share capital 

asunder III Schedule . . , . 10-52 


20-38 


28- 18 


( — ) 7 ‘ 80 


(d) For the year ended 31-3-1,968 
Gross profit as shown in paragrah 16 hereof 
Less (1) depreciation under Section 6(a) of the Act 
(«) development rebate u/s. 6(b) of the Act 
(Hi) 8-5 per cent of the proportionate equity share capital 
as under III Schedule ..... 


20-04 

14-87 

8-84 

10-43 


34-14 


(— )i4-xo 


Rupees in . . 
Million 


(e) For the year ended 31-3-69 

Gross profit as shown in paragraph 16 hereof , , . .. 16-52 

Less (i) depreciation under Section 6(a) of the Act . . . 10-49 

(it) development rebate u/s. 6(b) of the Act , . . Nil. 

(Hi) 8-5 per cent of the proportionate equity share capital 

as under III Schedule . . . . , 10-49 


20-98 


(— >4-46 


21. I have already indicated that there is no question of granting any bonus 
holiday to the Central Coal Washeries Organisation. Therefore, the workmen 
would be entitled to bonus from the year ended March 31, 1965. In as much as 
in all these years the Central Coal Washeries Organisation had no available sur- 
plus for declaration of bonus, the workmen are entitled to only the minimum 
bonus under the provisions of Section 10 of the Payment of Bonus Act for the 
years ended March 31, 1965 to March 31, 1969. 

22. In the view taken by me I hold: 

(a) Bhojudih Coal Washery is not to be treated as separate establishment 
of the Central Coal Organisation of Messrs Hindustan Steel Ltd. for 
payment of bonus under the Payment of Bonus Act. It is 
to be treated as unit of the Central Coal Washeries Organisation, 
which is itself a separate establishment. In that view the workmen 
employed at Bhojudih Coal Washery are entitled to the same payment 
of bonus to which the other employees of the Central Washeries 
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Organisation are entitled, on the basis of the separate balance-sheets 
und profit and loss accounts of the Organisation. 

(b) The workmen employed in the Bhojudih Coal Washery of the Central 
Coal Washeries Organisation are entitled to a minimum bonus as 
indicated in clause (a) above, for the years ended March 31, 1965 to 
March 31, 1969. 


Dated July 20, 1970. 


(Sd.) B. N. Banerjee, 

Presiding Officer. 

[No. 8/81/69-LRII.] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 10 th July 1970 

S.O. 2661. — Whereas the employers in relation to the management of National 
Coal Development Corporation Limited, Darbhanga House, Ranchi and their 
workmen represented by National Coal Organisation Employees Association, 
Darbhanga House, Ranchi nave jointly applied to the Central Government under 
sub-section (2) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), for 
reference of an Industrial dispute that exists between them to an Industrial Tri- 
bunal in respect of the matters set forth in the said application and repro- 
duced in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government is satisfied that the persons applying 
represent the majoi’ity of each party; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of sec- 
tion 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial Tribunal (No. 3). 
Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

"Whether in view of the recommendations of the Coal Wage Board and in 
the context of various orders and instructions issued by the manage- 
ment of National Coal Development Corporation, the management 
is justified in applying the said recommendations to those categories 
of employees whose total emoluments at the maximum of thMr 
existing scales as on the 1st October, 1966 exceeded Rs. 300 per month? 
If not. to what relief the employees of National Coal Development 
Corporation are entitled?” 

[No. 8/88/70-LR^.] 

(’.TR if* TtaRPC fT4T*T) 
fTFft, 10 1970 

RTo 2661.—— RET: TT'fl’fiT (jTRR 

i h"| % PWl ji tu T'4 t M Of 4, fsnm gfrifp ft|?q 

51#TT^Wfi trrmriM URtfrpTTFT, TGHTT ytTP +'<<1 1 TTTd 

RJ<t.|< Sfft wWfftr fwd rMrTT, 1947 ( 1 947 W 14) STITT 10 'TISTRl 

( 2) % sortr rt^tt ferr £ fa Rg fa«mFT wViPr+ fan? qft srrtsR if 

ttlr Tdfifa fafa % TTt R fa*ft tfaflfw nffPETR 'Ft 

farfsTR tfrr % ; 

srk Tct: -h jtttt tt rutstet ?twrtfa Tfat 

tTSTTTT % «6T Tfafafa? | ; 
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w:, RrVfiPl* r^T7 HfRfHiUT, 1947 (l947 TT 14) 9?T STITT 1 0 

'^trrt ( 2 ) sm sr^xT viPwtt ^rinfFT trtr ^ rr^am 

4 ft situ % «rsfnr ^rfefr HftRRW (w° 3),srwrz vt 

'WiPuIim % TRft | 1 

"'FIT, ^FFTT h^C\ sft# ^ fiTFlfruff TT K3TPT ff HJTIf 5fk STtH TO Tfi fe 

^rtYttr' % sraRra^r srt f»m% t? fqfvrT 5rr%9ff srk % rth if, sraaTrar *ft 
3TCcf fit Hi 1 fv sfl Jfft km-dil'chT % HR M4'il «Fft cTF£ TRT, HTHfoprt, TR% ftlRH 

^RHRt ^RTTw^cTh <R, HtTHR W^sR, 1966 Tit RT, 5 00/~ SrfdHTH § HfRHPqf, 
«H<flP<*ci $ ? qfc ri^t, Tt Tt^r twtJr tr^tr % torr! Ihr «r^fTi % 
?W1 $ ? " 

[ho 8/88/7 0-tpo HTTo II.] 
New Delhi, the 30 th July 1970 

S.O. 2662.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Real 
Kajora Colliery, Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan (West Bengal), and 
their workmen In respect of the masters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government consider? it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of eub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 

Schedule 

"Whether the management of Real Kajora Colliery, Post Office Kajoragram, 
District Burdwan lg justified in not providing work to its workers from the 25th 
May, 1970, If not, to what relief the workers are entitled?’' 

[No. 1/37/70-LRII-1-] 

fHo WTo 2662- — HR:, tf UtR T?T TPT t f*P HTRTS 4 fqfhfct'd 

fjprtft % ir fTTro 1 qiwlTT sttrt TTfRurur, fsRT ('rfNnft htrt) 

% stwr* ^ H*=jre fan t -s TR tffc t ft srteftfw farrc fawn 

I ; 

<tfVr tR". %H?R TRTTR fqTPT Tt RFT fRifffiT % fiTT fdTfVR TUhT 
HWcfV ^ ; 

m, HfsrfdHH, 1947 ( 1947 4H 14) # RRT 10 

ji r i it (i) (H)arnsiT?r m>H*fm5RR viffu, tr^'r "cRara 

R (Vfh'qH ^T RRT 7— qi % HRtT Hfel + '-al 9 H * di R sfaft POT RfR+t IJ l, 
ipRtpxTT q?T % Ivd *4, Ph^iR TUrft & I 

"W fURT 4>4fUl TftflR^'r, «H'RT TjfRFTR, fHHT HaTR % Hq^RTTST 
qrr 2 5 *rf , 1 9 7 0 If 4HFFRT Tt TUT H ^TT RMif^d ^ I 
iffa TfT eft THTR iTH HTTTI T fRRR f ? 

[Ho 1/37/70 'HRo II(i).] 
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S.O. 2663. — Whereas by an Order of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ- 
met) No. 1/37/70-LRII, dated the 80th July, 1970 an Industrial dispute between 
the employers In relation to the management of Real Kajora Colliery, Post Office 
Kajoragram, District Burdwan (West Bengal) and their workmen has been referr- 
ed to the Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of the 
section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1047 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby prohibits the continuance of the lock-out in existence in the said 
colliery in connection with the said dispute. 

[No. 1/37/7 0-LRII-ii • ] 
P. C. MISRA, Under Secy. 

«FT° WTo 2663. — Rff: RTW RTRT % NR, fRRF RRTRR 

(NR ftRRlT) ^ Ro l/ 3 7 / 7 0 — Oyfo RTTo ||, ffpdij, 30-7-70 STTl 

rGPT ifrtTNRfr, RW 7 WfUT RTR, fRRT (hIV^hI RREh) % RRR3RR 

RiRij fTOWPt rV RPETTi % rnp scfr^fif^TNT N^flfw srfu 4. t'a, 

ww tT % fro fdf faff iw rrt | ; 

r r:, nr , Rfarfar fanr RfafaRR, 1947 ( 1947 tt 14) Tt rttt 10 
■TR4KI ( 3 ) IRTRT7T RfaffRf R RffTff TU go, hfafa WE R-I73KI RRT qftfaRft 
Sr RW faffTR ^ RRvy if fffNRTff cTUd M -iff % Riff Ttfa R RRyft | I 

[ro 1/37/70-^° RTToII-ii] 
Pro ffto fipR, RffT Rfaff I 


(Department of Rehabilitation) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

New Delhi , the 17th June 1970 

S.O. 2664. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of Sub-Sec- 
tion (i) of Section 16 of the Administration of Evacuee Property Act, 1950 
(XXXI of 1950), the Central Government hereby appoints for the Union Territory 
of Delhi, Shri B. S. Kalra, Managing Officer in the office of the Regional Settle- 
ment Commissioner, New* Delhi, as Assistant Custodian of Evacuee Property for 
the purpose of discharging the duty assigned to such Custodian by or under the 
said Act 4 with immediate effect. 

[No. 7/14/AGZ/64.] 


jjcr RRfarff r gw vr wrafaff 

(r£ fafat, ffrtfar 17 1970 ) 

t{ffo Wto 2664. — f ff W E Fd RiRfn W MVIKM RfafffRR, 1950 ( 1950 R 3l) 

% RTTT 1 6 RffRTO (l) (t) 5RTTTR RT faffRt W RRfa RTTR 

^R% 5TTT M'fftff RTRffff, fff f^fT % RTRfaR R TRR Rffaffat ^T° RR 0 

RRTi Rlfalff RW R fafffRR % ITTT RT Rt)% RtftR rIrWT 

*ffY Rft RR W •Ft ffrfa % fRtr R^Id=F RHfrT RfRTNRi % R cff'PTR RRIR 

% fajw WV % i 


[RWT 7/l4/t^f[R‘R/64.] 
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New Delhi, the 2!Hh July 1970 

S.O. 2665. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 
3 of the Displaced Persons (Compensation & Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (44 of 

1954), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri Rajni Kant as Chief Settle- 
ment Commissioner for the purpose of performing the functions assigned to such 
Chief Settlement Commissioner by or under the said Act with immediate effect. 

[No. 5 (2) /Admn. 11/69.] 


df fcevft. 29 ^TTf, 1970 

tJRo 266 5. — Rfdd (nfcf'Ff ddT 'RRfa) 5rftrfdRT, 1954 

( 1954 "PT 44) ETRT 3 ^ SRI TO ( l) SKT RtT STfacPfl dd tpfR dRT JtT %7jfEr 
HTTR % JTTT «ft Rpft ddR dTj *rftrfdRT SKI dT W% STtfR JJW SIRfaPT 

[w®rr 5 ( 2 ) /srwrarR II/ G9.] 

S.O. 2666. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 6 of Administration 
of Evacuee Property Act, 1950 (31 of 1950), the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri Rajm Kant as Custodian General of Evacuee Property for the 
purpose of performing the functions assigned to such Custodian General by or 
under the said Act with immediate effect. 


[No. 5 (2) /Admn. 11/69.] 
JANKI NATH, 

Settlement Commissioner (c) and ex-offlcio Under Secy. 

2666- — faMfilR flFlfTT dd STHITTOT srfafddPT, 19650 (l950 aFT 
3i) tnrr 5 am tr*r?r ?rPw'tff «ft srtft*! %d#to tor ito tjw 

wfii fnud ski rt ’nifl'i rjt srf*n$rF dff rW i ■hT dit ^ id % Hi >■ 

RRfV ddR dft flRdvT Xim % fdRlR TONfrT 4d WT ?rf'RWdr dRfft | I 

[flfo 5 (2) /WHET II/ 69.] 

dUT, 

(ift) d«rr lii wry 1 
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